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3 CURRENT TOPICS. 
| Mx. Justice Denman and Mr. Justice Kexewrcn will be the 
wacation judges, and Mr. Carrmeron and Mr. Kor will be the 


incery registrars in vacation. 


ps 





| Mr. Hevry Sxirrzr Rrtanp, solicitor (of the firm of Cranxe, 
Woopcock, & Rytanp), of 11, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has been ap- 
sointed an additional taxing master of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, Chancery Division. Mr. Ryland was admitted a solicitor 
m 1862. 





Tur appointment of the additional chancery taxing master will 
ibe hailed with satisfaction by the profession, partly on the ground 
That Mr. Ryzayn is a most suitable man to fill the post, and partly 
‘because his appointment increases the number of the taxing masters 
Monine. Mr. Rytanp is a practitioner who has elways been, as 
The has described himself, ‘‘a working solicitor,” that is, he has 
"given attention personally to the details of practice and procedure. 
‘His figure has for many years been a familiar object in the offices, 
Fand he is well known to, and respected by, all the chancery officers. 
"The satisfaction which will be felt on account of the increase of 
“the number of taxing masters is somewhat marred by the fact that 
‘Mr. Watxer, who was recently appointed from the District 
Registry at Manchester, has already broken down in health, and is 
"now absent from his duties on leave for several months. 





Lorp Justice Fry has since Tuesday last been absent from court 
‘on account of indisposition. The judges sitting in Court of Appeal 
Wo. 2 called in the aid of Lord Justice Luxptey on Thursday, and 
‘on that day there was no sitting of Court of Appeal No. 1. There is 
‘mot a sufficient number of interlocutory ap ready to provide 
a whole day’s work, so that the assistance of some of the presidents 
of divisions must be called in if the hearing of appeals is to proceed. 
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Me. Muwzox (who was backed by the Council of the Incor- | P° 


orated Law Society) is to be congratulated on having agai 
Succeeded in clipping the wings of the Middlesex istry. 
Tule nisi for a mandamus, obtained by him in May last, was on 
Wednesday made absolute by a divisional court, and the result is 
hat town witnesses may now depose to a deed before a London 
Sommissioner, instead of being required to attend at the registry. 
This result, besides the great convenience to witnesses, involves 
Again by the commissioners in fees of something like £3,000 or 
£4,000 a year. The action of the council in this matter of the 
"registry will be warmly approved by their London constituents. 





B. From raz xoricr as to vacation business, which -will be found in 
@nother column, it will be seen that the Vacation Sittings for 
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land. Clause 24, providing for the registration of 
tights in ot over land, enables provision to be made by rules for 
registering in subsidiary registers (inter alia) “‘(d.) any writ, exe- 
cution, process, or order affecting the land ” ; but the benefit of this 
provision is destroyed by the subsequent clause—‘‘(2) Nothing in 
this Act, or in any rules under thig Act, shall make registration 
under this section compulsory.” It. would seem to be the simplest 
matter in the world to take (d.) out of this section and make a 
distinct section of it, providing that any writ, &c., affecting the 
land shall be registered. This would afford a satisfactory remedy 
as regards registered land; but we hope to see the more general 
posals of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society passed 
into law next session. 


Ovr reapers will find a case of Harvey v. Olliver reported 
in another column, relating to the costs which will be allowed 
on an appointment of new trustees. There has been a sin- 

lack of authority on some of the questions involved in the 

ision, and disputes with regard to them have not been infre- 
quent. On the first point noticed by Mr. Justice Kay, however, 
we apprehend there could be no doubt. The proper costs of 
appointing new trustees, undera power contained in the instru- 
ment creating the trust, always fall on the trust estate. This 
seems to have been regarded as settled so long ago as 1859, for 
Sir Jonw Romy, M.R., said, in Oarter v. Sebright (26 Beav., at 
p- 376), that, on an appointment of new trustees, ‘‘the costs are 
paid out of the estate generally, or out of corpus.’ But the ques- 
tion of difficulty always is, What are proper costs? We should 
have thought that the costs of the donee of the power, consisting 
of the bill of the solicitor acting for the donee, relating to 
obtaining the consents of, and appointing, the new trustees, 
Were unquestionably proper; and, except on the technical 
ground taken by the taxing master, we are at a loss to 
see how these costs (apart, of course, from particular items) 
could be said to be improper. But the new trustees had 

id to the executor of the last surviving trustee expenses in- 
curred by him before the appointment of new trustees, in connec- 
tion with the administration and proposed transfer of the trust 
ertate. The executor refused to transfer the trust estate until 
these costs had been paid. Mr. Justice Kar allowed these costs, 
saying that it was for the defendants to shew that they were not 
charges which the original trustees were entitled to make against 
the trust estate, and the defendants had not shewn this. Again, 
the new trustees had incurred costs in examining by their own 
solicitor into the condition of the trust estate (which consisted, we 
believe, largely of investments on mortgage) and into the validity 
of their appointment. These costs also were allowed, the learned 
judge remarking that it was not only the right, but the duty, of 
new trustees to inquire into the condition of the estate of which 
they were to be trustees. The case was one of great complication, 
and we have not been able hitherto to ascertain the details of the 
costs; but it seems probable that there may be ultimately extracted 
from the decision some principles which will be of service to the 
advisers of new trustees. 





Fanmens will be distressed to learn that mushroom-gathering is 
not a criminal offence. It was held in the recent case of Gardner 
(Appellant); Mansbridge (Respondent), that mushroom-gathering 
was not within the Malicious Injuries to Property Act, 1861 (24 
& 25 Vict. c. 97). The information was laid under section 52 of 
the Act, which enacts that ‘‘ whosoever shall wilfully or maliciously 
commit any damage, injury, or spoil to or upon any real or 
— property whatsoever for which no punishment is herein- 

provided ”’ [7.c., in the preceding sections of the Act, which 
embrace most imaginable specific injuries to specific kinds of 
property] shall, on conviction thereof, either be committed to 
. prison or forfeit and pay such sum, not exceeding five pounds, as 
to the justice shall seem mect. In Mr. Ganpyer’s case the 
mushrooms grew in a wild state on his farm, and were a source of 
profit tohim. The respondent picked mushrooms to the value of 
two shillings, but did no damage to the grass or fences. The 
justices dismissed a summons under the section above mentioned, 
and the court (A, L. Surra and Wits, JJ.) has held that they 


were right, on the ground that, to constitute an offences” 
damaging real property within the section, there must be ach 
damage to the ty itself, and that mere damage to the prod 
growing upon the realty was insufficient. From the occurrences 
the word “spoil” in the section, we have some doubt as te # 
correctness of the decision, and it is at any rate to be regretted f 
the case being a criminal one, no appeal lies. The offence 
ently cannot be brought within any of the sections (ss. 31—3 a 
the Larceny Act, 1861, which deal with “ larceny of thing 
attached to or growing on land,” those sections only applying & 
trees or shrubs or cultivated roots or plants. There is ore 
apparently no criminal remedy for the farmer who has his m 
rooms poe Ca and taken away at once in the usual way, but 
has a civil remedy, which will usually be practically worthless. 





A novet pornt of divorce practice arose before Sir James Hawyay | 
last Saturday in a case of Story v. Story and O'Connor. The® 
petitioner sued for a dissolution off marriage and for damages, while ™ 
the respondent made recriminatory charges of adultery against her” 
husband. The jury found that the respondent and co-respondent | 
had been guilty ‘ad canes, and they assessed the damages at © 
£300 ; but they also found that the petitioner had committed = 
adultery, and thereupon the President, acting under the provision of ~ 
section 31 of the Divorce Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), that ‘‘ the © 
court shall not be bound to pronounce such decree if it shall find that 7 
the petitioner has, during the marriage, been guilty of adultery,” 7 
dismissed the petition. Then arose the question as to the effect of 7 
this decision upon the co-respondent, who, in his answer, had not © 
denied the acts of adultery, but only the marriage between the” 
petitioner and the respondent. There was no authority on the” 
point, but it was suggested that, since section 33 of the Divores * 
Act, 1857, enables a husband to claim damagey from an adulterer, 7 
“either in a petition for dissolution of marriage or for judicial” 
separation, or in a petition limited to such object only,” the co.” 
respondent could not avail himself of the circumstances which had 7 
caused the court to dismiss the petition, the two issues being © 
independent of one another; but the President held that the™ 
refusal of the decree involved the failure of the petitioner’s right ¥ 
to damages. . 


























THE RIGHTS OF MIDDLEMEN. 


Norutve illustrates better the mode in which the common law of © 
this country has adapted itself to the requirements of a mercantile © 
community than the treatment by the courts of the claims of | 
commission agents or middlemen. To the bare employment to sell a | 
house, an estate, or a ship the law has attached a number of 7 
implied terms and stipulations, which it would take very many © 
words to express, but which the daily practice of business men © 
has shewn to be necessarily involved in the transaction. Thusa ~ 
contract on the face of it simple, involving but one consideration 7 
and a corresponding promise, becomes in a court of law a complex © 
and somewhat intricate agreement, with many stipulations on 9% 
either side. : = 
To illustrate this we will consider the ordinary case, of most © 
usual occurrence, where the owner of a property simply requests ~ 
an estate agent to find a purchaser. Here, of course, there is an 4 
implied promise to pay for the services of the agent, and at first “@ 
sight this is all that the contract discloses. But the disputes | 
which have arisen as to the rights of the parties under an agree- | 
ment apparently so simple have been as numerous as, perhaps, 4 
have arisen in connection with any kind of transaction, and have ~ 
resulted in the evolution of many implied stipulations which lay ~ 


have been exposed in deference to the exigencies of justice or the ~~ 
acknowledged practice of the business concerned. It will not be ©@ 
out of place to state as briefly, but as exhaustively, as possible ~ 
what, according to well-known and long approved decisions, is ~~ % 
really the engagement involved in the bare employment of an agent © 
to let or sell property. % 
The employer is at liberty to employ as many other agents as he © 
likes to do the same office, and if an ef agent succeeds in perform- — 
ing the service, with however little labour, there is no liability to ~ 














him who was first engaged, however great the trouble and expense to — 
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ressed, the agent or middleman is paid for 
services which he offers to give. In this 


- gnomelous and in antagonism to the fundamental principle which 
' entitles a man to remuneration which he has undertaken at 


gnother’s request. 

Another respect in which the contract of the middleman is 
anomalous is this, that he has no right to insist upon a continuance 
of the authority given him, nor, if it is withdrawn, can he rely 

the averment that he was ready and to perform the 
gontract entered into. In Simpson v. Lamb (4 W 328, 17 C. B. 
603) the defendant employed the plaintiff, a clerical agent, to sell an 
advowson for him for commission at the rate of five per cent. on 
the purchase-money. The defendant afterwards, without com- 
municating with the agent, sold the living himself to a person 
with whom the agent had had no communication. The agent sued 
for wrongful revocation of authority. It was held that he could 
not recover, as an agent’s authority is not “coupled with an 
interest,” but it was intimated by the court that, had he incurred 
trouble or expense, he would have been entitled to compensation. 
As we have seen, even this right would not have remained to him 
had the principal sold through another agent. 

Such being some of the more important stipulations attaching by 
implication to the bare employment of middlemen, it is unnecessary 
to say that all or any of these may be excluded by express agreement 
ofthe parties. Inthe words of Lord Justice Bowen in a recent case in 
the Court of Appeal (Millar v. Toulmin,* 34 W. R. 695, 17 Q. B. D. 
603) :—‘‘ Without special words in each particular case, the mere 
approach of the employer to the person who is employed, if the 

nm employed is a middleman, is sufficient to raise the inference 
that the contract is in the usual form, and the ordinary form has 
been by habits of business crystallized into that form of contract ; 
but a person, even in regard to these contracts, may make a con- 
tract in a special form if he chooses: he need not adopt the 
ordinary terms of employment into which the habits of business 
men have moulded the implied contract. It is for a jury to say 
what is the contract in such cases.” 

In the great majority of cases which have come before the 
courts it has happened that the contract was the ordinary one, 
resulting from bare employment without special terms. The ques- 
tion for decision has generally had reference to the performance of 
it. It is of frequent occurrence for an owner who has property to 
sell, let, or pledge to deal with persons with whom he has been 
brought in contact by the action of the agent, but with whom 
he negotiates directly. In the decision of such cases the courts 
follow the rule that it is the introduction which is to be regarded, 
rather than the conduct of the negotiations or the completion of 
the contract. Thus, in the case of Green v. Bartlett (14 
C. B. N. S. 681), where an agent was employed to sell the 
Island of Herm on the terms that he should be com- 
mission on the price if he sold it, but if he failed he should 
be paid £25 to cover expenses, it appeared that the agent, 
having failed to dispose of the property at the auction held for the 
purpose, the principal afterwards withdrew the property from the 
agent’s hands, paying him the £25. The owner subsequently 
sold to a person who had heard of him and his property at the 
agent’s auction room. The court held that the agent, under these 
circumstances, was entitled to the commission on the sale price, 
upon the ground that the relation of buyer and seller between the 
parties was really ree about by him. The effect of this case, 
as stated by Willes, J., in Curtis v. Nixon (24 L. T. 706), is to 
substitute the agreement made by the owner for that a the 
agent would have made. The case of Mansell vy. Ulemenis 
(9 C. P. 139) illustrates how strong is the claim of an agent through 
Whose action a purchaser has been put in treaty with his principal, 
and how little will entitle him to his full commission in such a 
case, while from Wilkinson v. Alston (48 L. J. C. P. 788) it is to 
be gathered that his claim will not be defeated on account of the 
intervention of other persons between him and the buyer. The 
case of Millar v. Toulmin involves an interesting question on one 
branch of this subject, on which we refrain from comment until 
the decision of the House of Lords has been given. 

It remains only to add that the agent will not forfeit his right to 
commission because the bargain between the principal parties falls 





* This case is now being heard on appeal in the House of Lords. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY’S ACCOUNTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Will you w= correct a serious error made last week 
by your reporter did not state at the annual of 
Incorpo: poreed, Law. Bolle that the qcolaes ame 
The reverse is the stated at that meeting that it has decreased 
£124 9s, 1d. These figures have been officially admitted to be correct. 

I es with your ng take this oan Regie that I re- 


Pennington’s explanation 0: 
gard Ms, Penn te's etke tte ok, Sr 10k) ae Le in 1886 


as most unsatisfac ond incomplete. Vague seeks re, 

council has spent a a large sum vo ae 

‘‘ rules” are not sufficien The finances of the society will never be 

on a satisfactory basis until the council reco that it is their duty 

to give much fuller details of their — to explain in 

Oe wil oot were vthian cbowt the duty of penal righteatiant 
I not now say anything y 

the society’s expenditure on ‘‘articled clerks” and ‘ 

although it is remarkable that a similar allocation is secs aul made 

‘by the General Medical Council. Are doctors better 

than lawyers ? W. P. W. Puttoore, M.A., B.O.L. 
July 20, 
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THE PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION, 
[To tte Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


blioatioe» | Restos 3 r the Preliminary Hzamnination embodying 
ublication a 0 
the new comelaons which will come into force on and from the 1 
of January, 1888. 
The regulations as they now stand vary the former regulations 
only to the following extent :— 
(1) Candidates are given the ee Se of taking, ~ addition to 


el Latin, two languages as 
wnat Ab with algebra, inclusive of pr pony nthe iont bas the 


3 


language 
first four books of Euclid. 

(2) In the lan, pene agg instead of passages being set 
from books previo’ os roe ages wil bo sot for 
translation at sight, cf the aes of WB. Boveene, 

Incorporated te he ty, Chencery-lane, W. io 

The following is the referred to :— 


SupysectTs oF EXAMINATION IN THE YEAR 1888, 

1, Writing from dictation. 

2. Writing rules of art 

3. () Tho fet four rales abr mi, simple and compound the 
rule of three; and decimal - ee to 
and inclusive of sim pc ot 

4, Geography of Me sed Thstory of Meghan. 

5. Latin—elemen 

6. And any two languages to be be selected by the 
the following six—namely, () Latin, (2) Greek—Ancient, (3) French, 
ot rman, %5) Spanish, (6) 

ith reference to the subjects numbered 3 and 6, no candidate 

obliged to take up algebra or Euclid (No. 3b), but if any candidate 
elects to do so, he may take up these with one only of a ee 
Ore pooks will be ET te alee tow t for the 


tions, but ven for translation at t, with “ate 

assistance ote dition. © ‘ 
The examinations will be held at the Law Society's 

the months ‘Fe , May, J 
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Candidates are required to give, at least 30 days before the day 
appointed for the examination, notice to the secretary of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, of tha languages in which they propose to be 
examined, the fown at which they wish to be examined, and their 
age and residence, and place or mode of education. 

All notices should be addressed to the secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 

Candidates who fail to pass, or attend at the examination for which 
they have given notice, may attend at any subsequent examination. 
A renewed notice must, in that case, be given fourteen days at least 
before the date of such subsequent examination. 





Last Day for giving re- 
newed Notice. 


Last Day for giving 
Notice. 


Days of Examination. 


Wodeeein om and Thurs- eatin oan 

% ‘ebruary, at 10. onday, 9 anuary. 

Wednesday, 2nd, and Thurs- j Bats 
Tuesday, 8rd April. 


Monday, 4th June. 
esday,24th, hurs- 
day, 25th October, at 10. 





Tuesday, 24th January. 
Tuesday, 17th April. 
Tuesday, 19th June. 
Monday, 24th September. Tuesday, 9th October. 


The fee payable on giving notice of examination is £2, and fora 
renewed notice £1. 

Cheques or Post Office Orders should be crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Goslings 
& Sharpe.” 











CASES OF THE WEEK. 
ESDAILE ». CITY OF LONDON UNION—C. A. No. 1, 14th July. 


Poor Law—Ratinc—Tirues—Sratvrory Payments In THE Crry oF 
Lonpon. 


This was an appeal from the decision of a divisional coart (Denman and 
Mathew, JJ.), reported 35 W.R. 497. The plaintiffs were the trustees 
under the will of E. J. Esdaile, and, as such, were possessed of his in- 
terest in the annval sum of £6,500, payable under the following circum- 
stances. The Act 37 Hen. 8, c. 12, provided for the annual payment to 
the clergy of certain sums of money (which were in the Act called tithes) 
in er of houses in the parish of St. Botolph Without, Aldgate. In 
1881 E. J. Esdaile was the lay impropriator of those tithes or suma of 
money, and in that year, by the St. Botolph Without, Aldgate, Act (44 & 
45 Vict. c. cxcvii.), it was provided that the annual sum of £6,500 should 

' be paid to the lay impropriator instead of such annual tithes or sums of 
money, and that such sum should be levied on the persons by law rateable 
to the poor rates in that parish. In June, 1885, the plaintiffs were rated 
to the poor rate in respect of the sum of £6,500 as lay impropriators. It 
was itted that the tithes or sums of money had never been assessed 
for the relief of the poor, and that no one had ever been rated in respect 
of them. The plaintiffs appealed against the rate, and the Court of 
General Assessment Sessions allowed the appeal, and their decision was 
upheld by the Divisional Court. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., Livptey and Lorzs, L.JJ.) affirmed 
their decision. Lord Esusx, M.R., said that, in order to make this sum 
of money rateable, it must be shewn that it represented tithes within 43 
Eliz. c. 2 or payments in lieu of such tithes as were made rateable by 
that Act. It was clear that the sums of money which were now repre- 
sented by the annual payment of £6,500 were not tithes in the ordinary 
sense of the word. They were not payable on land, but on houses, To 
shew that they were payments in lieu of tithes, however, it must be proved 
that tithes had existed and had been extinguished. There was no evidence 
that tithes Lad ever been payable in the City of London; still less was 
there any evidence that tithes had existed there and had been extinguished, 
and tha’ these payments had been substituted for them. It appeared far 
more likely that these were personal payments for the support of the 
clergy which were not rateable, and this view received confirmation from 
the fact that these payments had never been assessed to the r rate, 
Lomiry, L.J., said it would be contrary to the intention of the Legis- 
lature to make the annual sum of £6,500 rateable if those payments in 
respect of which it was given were not rateable. It was incredible, if 

payments were rateable, that they would not have been rated before, 

a fair inference from that fact that they had never been con- 

g within 43 Eliz.c.2. Lorzs, L J., said that these pay- 

of the attributes of tithes, which were charges on land 
by distress. If they were payments in lieu of tithes 
be some proof of the existence at one time of tithes for 
been substituted.—Counszr, Sir Edward Clarke, 8.G., and 
derson ; Sir R. BE. Webster, A.G., and Sidney Woolf. Soxscrtors, 
Pearce; Winters § Co. 
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LEA +. FACEY.—C. A. No. 1, 15th and 16th July. 
Iurnovexext Commisstonens—Penatty—Pveric Heauru Act, 1875. 


PS te appeal from the decision of Wills, J., reported 17 Q B. D. 
13). The action was t to recover a penalty of £50 alleged to have 
been incurred by the defendant under sections 9 and 15 of the Com- 
missioners Clauses Acts, eng he fren as a evry of the Board of 
Improvement Commissioners bergavenny under certain local Acts 
when he was disqualified from #0 acting by reason of his being concerned 





in a contract made by the commissioners under the authority of such Ag 
The defence set up was, inter alia, that the defendant hed not receigg 
notice of action as required by section 264 of the Pablic Health Act, 18] 
and also that the plaintiff not obtained the consent of the Attorney. 
General to the action, as required the Public Health (Members ay 
Officers) Act, 1885. By certain } Acts which incorporated the Com, 
missioners Clauses Act, 1847, a board of improvement commissioners wag 
constituted for the district of Abergavenny, which by virtue of the Publig 
Health Act, 1875, became the urban sanitary authority within s 
district. The defendant was a member of such board, and had acted ag © 
such by voting for the imposition of an Improvement Act district r 
The expenses to meet which the rate was made, were, some of 
expenses authorized to be incurred by the local Acts only, some of 
authorized to be incurred by the Public Health Act only, and some 
them authorized both by the local Acts and the Public Health Act. 
plaintiff alleged that the defendant, when so acting, was disqualified by 
reason of his being lessee from the commissioners of certain premises, 
The sole question dealt with at the trial was whether the restrictions 
imposed by the Public Health Act on actions against members of ur 
sanitary authorities applied to acts done by a member of a board of 
improvement commissioners, being an urban sanitary authority, in the 
exercise of the powers of the local Acts. The defendant had not received 
any notice of action, nor had leave to bring the action been obtained ; 
the Attorney-General. Wills, J., held that the effect of the Pu 
Health Act was to reconstitute the improvement commissioners as new 
bodies under the Act, and that, therefore, such commissioners, whe 
subsequently acting in exercise of the statutory powers conferred by the 
local Acts, were acting under the Public Health Act, and were entitled t 
the protection and privileges given Ss Act, and he gave judgment 
for the defendant rans. The plaintiff appealed. 
Tur Court (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Livptey and Lorzs, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. Lord Esuzr, M.R., said that two points were raised, first, 
that the defendant was at the time he acted in point of law not a member 
of the urban sanitary authority, in consequence of some disqualifi 3 
and, secondly, that what he did was done under the local Acts, and t 
under the Public Health Act, 1875. As to the first point, the evidencg 
was clear that, even if he was disqualified, the defendant bond fide believed ~ 
that he was a member of the urban sanitary authority, and acted 
ingly. That brought him within the case of Hughes v. Buckland (15 M. & 
W. 346), which decided that a m acting under a lond fide belief was ~ 
entitled to protection. As to the second point, section 10 of the Public ~ 
Health Act, 1875, had transferred all rights and powers of a board of © 


improvement commissioners to the sanitary authorities appointed by that ve 


Act, and, therefore, when the urban sanitary authority assumed to act 
under the local Acts, they were in reality fon under the Public Health 


Act, 1875, and were entitled to the protection given by that Act and by 
the Act of 1885. Liyp.ey and Lorgs, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect.—CounseL, Cunningham Glen, Souicrrons, J. F. ¢ 
Marshall, for Gabb § Walford. 


CREARS v. HUNTER—O. A. No. 1, 12th July. 


Principat AND Surery—-Promissory Nora—GvaBantoR—FORBEARANCE TO ~ 
Svuz—OConsipERATION. 


Ss 
Action ona promissory note for £200, payable on demand. In 1876the ~ 


defendant’s father borrowed £200 from the a and in 1877, when © 
the defendant came of age, the plaintiff brought a blank stamped form of — 
romissory note to the house where the defendant and his father were 


iving. There was no evidence as to what occurred then, except that the 


promissory note was filled in and s 


ed by the defendant and his father ~ 
as security for the above loan of 


200 in the following form :—‘‘ We, © 


jointly and severally, promise to pay to W. Crears or his order £200, being ~ 


money lent, with interest on same, f-yearly, at the rate of 5 per cent, © 


annum.” The father having died, the plaintiff now sued the defend- ~ 
ant upon the note, and the defence set up was no consideration. The jury ~ 
were of opinion that the defendant signed the note in order that the © 
plaintiff might give time to the father to pay the £200, and the plaintiff © 
did give time. A. L. Smith, J., entered judgment for the plaintiff, but 
the Divisional Court entered ju t for the defendant, on the ground © 
that there was no consideration for the defendant’s signature. The plain- 
tiff appealed. Crofts v. Beale (11 O. B. 172), Oldershaw v. King (2 H. & No © 
517), and Miles v. New Zealand Alford Estate Co. (34 W. R. 669, 32 Ch. D, © 


266) were cited. 3 
Tuz Court allowed the appeal. Lord Esuzn, M.R., said that though © 


the promissory note on its face did not delay payment of the £200, he q : 


from the provision as to payment of interest, it shewed that it was inte 
by the parties that it was not to be sued onat once. There was no agree+” 
ment by the plaintiff not to sue the father, but the substance of the trans- =~ 
action was that if the defendant. signed the note as surety the plaintiff ~ 
would forbear from tuing the father. If a person requests a creditor to ~ 
forbear from suing the original debtor, and the creditor, though he does ~ 
not bind himself to forbear, does, as a fact, forbear from suing the debtor, — 
that constitutes a good consideration for that other person becoming 
guarantor. It was not necessary that there should be a binding promise — 
to forbear. The case of Oldershaw v. King shewed that. The request to for+ ~ 
bear need not be express, but might be implied from the surro a 
circumstances. In this case there was evidence from which the jury might” 
infer such a uest, and, as a matter of mig Sad plaintiff did forbear” 
from suing the father. The judgment of the Divisional Court must be” 
reversed, and the verdict of the j restored, Linpizy and Lopss, 
nae “ gg rb oer Frc 0, and ge ; = , 2.0.5 
s Licttorns, Speec » $ Landon, for Atkinson § 
Bennett, Whitehaven ; Helder § Roberts, tor B. Atter, Whitehaven. 
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SER v. GURNEY—C. A. No. 1 (sitting as a Divisional Court), 
18th July. 


Gowrzact or Marriep Womaw—Sszrarate Property at Tre or Oon- 
TRACTING—Marriep Women’s Prorgrry Act, 1882, s. 1. 


This was an appeal from the judgment of the judge of the City of 
[ondon Court. The action was for £17 10s., the price of wine supplied 
to the defendant's order. The defendant was a woman, who was 
gaid to be carrying on business as a Court dressmaker; but there was no 
evidence that she was possessed of any separate pro at the time when 
she ordered the wine. The judge gave judgment for the defendant. It 
was argued on behalf of the appellant that the intention of the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, was to confer on every married woman the 

ty of contracting so as to bind any separate which she 
became possessed of, and that it was not necessary 
separate property at the time of contracting. Sub-sections 3 and 4 of 
section 1 were relied on, and it was urged that the — of Pearson, 
J.,in the case of Re Shakespear, Deakin v. Lakin {33 . R. 744, 30 Ch. 
D. 169), ought not to be followed. 

Tsz Covrr (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Linpitey and Lopzs, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. The question whether the defendant was bound by 
this contract depended on the Married Women’s Pro; Act, 1882. 
Section 1, sub-section 2, of that Act said that a married woman should 
be capable of entering into and rendering herself liable in respect of and 
to the extent of her separate property on any contract. The true con- 
struction of those words must be, in acco ce with the decision of 
Pearson, J., or a — to bind a — woman must be a contract 
entered into by her at the time when she existing separate property. 
Sub-section 3 had been inserted to meet a difficulty, which fad been 

viously felt, as to whether a married woman’s separate jperty was 
d by her general engagements; and the meaning of it was that 
where any contract had been entered into by a married woman, that is, 
a married woman having at the time cm coy property, that contract. 
should bind her separate property, whether the separate pro was 
mentioned in the contract or not. And sub-section 4 meant that where a 
married woman having separate property entered into a contract, she 
thereby bound, not only her then existing property, but also any future 
separate property which she might acquire. Here there was no evidence 
that the defendant had any separate property at the time of entering into 
the contract. Therefore the judgment for the defendant was right.— 
Counset, Hilbery ; Gye. Soxtcrrors, R. Chandler ; G. 8. ¢ H. Brandon. 


PALMER v. MALLET—O, A. No. 2, 13th July. 


Covenant—ConsTRUCTION—JoInt oR SgveERAL—OCOvVENANT IN RESTRAINT 
oy Traps EntTerep Into with Partnsers—D1sso.vuTion oF PARTNERSHIP 
—Svupsequent BREACH AS TO ONE PARTNER. 


This was an appeal against an order made by Chitty, J., restraining the 
defendant from committing a breach of an agreement not to set up or 
carry on the business or profession of a surgeon, &c., within certain 
limits. In October, 1885, the defendant, M., entered into the employment 
of H. & P., who were then carrying on in partnership, at Newtown, the 
business of general medical practitioners, as their salaried assistant. On 
the 4th of December, 1885, the defendant gave H. & P. a bond, by which 
he became bound to pay to them, their executors, or 
assigns, the sum of £1,000. The bond contained the fo! recitals :— 
“Whereas M. has lately been taken into the employment of H. & P. as an 
assistant in their business or practice of surgeons, accoucheurs, and 
ones, carried on by them in Newtown and its surroundings; and 
whereas one of the terms upon which M. was taken into the employment 
od H. & P. pF or ~ should not at maf time set up or — on the 

siness or profession of a surgeon, accoucheur, apothecary, or physician 
in Newtown, or within ten miles thereof, and that he should enter into 
and execute these presents.’’ The condition of the bond was, ‘‘ that, if M. 
shall not at any time hereafter, directly or indirectly, and either alone or 
in partuership with or as assistant of any other or persons, or 
otherwise howsoever, set up or carry on the ession or business of a 
surgeon, accoucheur, apothecary, or —— or any branch thereof, or 
any professional business connected therewith, within the town of New- 
town, or within ten miles thereof, without the consent in writing of 
H. & P., their executors, and administrators, or first obtained 
for that purpose; and if M. shall not, either by or by any other 
person or persons, either on behalf of himself or any other person or 2 pe 
sons, at any time hereafter solicit the custom or support of any of the 
persons who are now, y hereafter from time to time the 
customers or patients of H. P., their executors, administrators, or 

ns, or either of them, in or in connection with such profession or 

ess as aforesaid, or solicit any of such persons to discontinue his or 
her employing H. & P., their executors, administrators, or assigns, or 
either of them (but so that nothing herein contained shall prejudice or 
affect the ae of H. & P., their executors, administrators, or assigns, to 
restrain by injunction any breach on the part of M. of the agreement 
hereinbefore recited, and to recover dam him, his executors, 
administrators, or assigns, for any an t thereof, in lieu of 
taking proceedings against him or them under the above-written bond), 
then the above-written bond shall be void and of no effect, or otherwise 
shall be and remain in full force and virtue.”” On the 2nd of May, 1887, 
the ership was dissolved b 
for lution, and thencef 
separately in Newtown. The defendant entered 
as a salaried assistant, and P. brought this action to restrain the defendant 
from so acting, on the ground that he was thereby committing a breach of 
the above agreement. The only evidence of the agreement was the recital 
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Soxtcrrors, Bolton, Robbins, Busk, ¢ Co. ; Talbot ¢ Quayle. 


Re AVERY’S PATENT—C, A. No. 2, 18th July. 


Parent—Revocatron—‘' Faaup ’—Parents, Designs, anp Teaps-Marxs 
Acr, 1883, s. 26. ‘ 
This was an appeal from a decision of Stirling, J. (35 W. RB. 541), re- 
fusing to revoke a patent on the ground of ‘‘fraud.”’ Section 26 of the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, provides that the revoca- 
tion of a patent is to be obtained by petition inétead of by the old writ of 
sciré facias. Sub-section 4 of 26 provides that 
be presented (c.) by ‘‘ any person that the patent was obtained in 
fraud of his rights, or of the rights 
he claims,” and (d.) by ‘‘any person 
under or through whom he claims, was the true inventor of any 
included in the claim of the tee.’’ 
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present a new petition under sub-section 4 (¢.) Corton, L.J., said thatthere 
‘was no evidence that L. had committed any fraud in fact; the evidence 
was the other way. In his lordship’s opinion, the mere fact that an agent 
had made a mistake, even though it caused loss to the principal, was 
not enough to enable the court to say that there had been an act done in 
fraud of the principal’s rights. In order that there might be “ fraud”’ 
there must be something done with an intention to deprive the principal 
of his rights, or to give the agent a benefit. Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., 
con —Counset, Oswald and Roger W. Wallace; Pochin ; Graham 
[tte ga Q.C., and Yate Lee. Soricrrons, Edmund Kimber; Neish ¢ 
‘owell, 


Re KNIGHT, KNIGHT v. GARDNER—Kay, J., 19th July. 


Pracrics — Apministration Action—Inqutry as TO Hetr-at-Law— 
Costs or Unsvccessrut CLAIMANT. 


An inquiry having been directed in this action as to who was the heir- 
at-law of the deceased, two persons brought in rival claims, which were 
investigated in chambers, and one of the claimants was found by the chief 
clerk to be the heir-at-law. Thereupon the unsuccessful claimant took out 
a@ summons to vary the certificate by declaring him to be the heir-at-law, 
and the certificate was varied accordingly, the court proceeding mainly on 
the ground that certain hearsay evidence which had been adduced in 
support of the rival claim was inadmissible without independent evidence 
that the deponent was a member of the deceased’s family. The question 
then arose whether the claimant who had failed was entitled to his costs 
out of the estate, or was liable to pay the costs occasioned by his claim. 

Kary, J., held that there was no general rule that, on an inquiry as to 
who was heir-at-law or next of kin, a person who failed to establish his 
claim was entitled to have his costs out of the estate. On the contrary, 
the rule was correctly stated in Seton on Decrees, 4th ed., p. 66, 67, that 
a claimant failing in chambers to make out his claim might be ordered 
to ae ag costs thereby occasioned. But this rule must be applied 
according to the circumstances of each case. In the present case the 
unsuccessful claimant would not have any costs of the inquiry, and must 

the costs of the summons to vary the chief clerk’s finding.—CovnszgL, 
Millar, Q.C., and Methold; Marten, Q.0., and Eyre; Vernon Smith; and 
8. Stephens. Sorictrons, Jennings, Son, ¢ Burton; G. L. P. Eyre § Co. ; 
Burton, Yeates, Hart, § Burton; R. Hewlett. 


HARVEY v. OLLIVER—Kay, J., 19th July. 


Costs—Taxation—Arromstment or New Trustezs—Costs, CHARGES, AND 
Expenszss Incunrep as Trusters—Expenses INcuRRED BEFORE THE 
Aprprorntuent— Costs or Former Trusters—Costs or Examine Con- 
DITION oF Estate—Costs or Dongs or Powsr or APPOINTMENT. 


This was a summons to allow the defendants’ objections to the taxation 
of their costs and to refer it back to the taxing master to vary his certifi- 
cate. The action was for partition of real estate devised by a will which 
contained a power to appoint new trustees. By an indenture of the 3rd 
of March, 1883, the donee of the power appointed the defendants trustees 
of the will in the place of the original trustees, who were dead. On the 
27th of March, 1885, an order was made in the action which, inter alia, 
directed taxation of the costs of the parties, including in the costs of the 
defendants ‘‘any costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by 
them as trustees of the will of the testator beyond their costs of the 

” On taxation the taxing master disallowed—first, payments made 
by the defendants in respect of expenses incurred by the original trustees 
before the 3rd of March, 1883. These payments had been made to the 
executor of the last surviving trustee, who refused to transfer the estate 

he was paid. They consisted of charges by the solicitor of the execu- 

for winding up and transferring the estate to the defendants. 

y, the costs of examining by their own soliciter into the condition 

the trust funds—the details of which were excessively complicated— 

the validity of their own appointment. Thirdly, the costs of the 

of the power, consisting of the bill of the solicitor employed by her 

the original trustees relating to obtaining the consent of and appoint- 

the new trustees. The taxing master did not go into the items, but dis- 

ed all these costs on the ground that the order gave costs to the 

defendants only, and that that did not include the costs incurred before 

their appointment. 

Kay, J., said that he had never before heard it disputed that, where new 

trustees were appointed under a power contained in the instrument 

creating the trust, the costs of that appointment, including those of the donee 

of the power, ought to be paid out of the estate. On the first point, the 

defendants were perfectly right if the charges they paid were such as the 

trustees were entitled to make. It was for those who objected to 

the payment to shew that it was wrong, and they had not done so. On 

the second point, it was not only the right, but the duty, of new trustees to 

into the condition of the estate of which they were to be trustees, 

to have the costs of transferring the estate to them treated as costs of 

be perl cet of che: On the third point, the costs of the donee ought to 

be out of the trust estate. The only way to get them was to ask the 

new trustees for them, and if they paid them they were entitled to be re- 

paid out of the estate. The particular items would, of course, be subject 

to the taxing master’s discretion.—Covnszt, George Henderson ; Levett. 
Sonacrrons, Rose ¢ Johnson ; Bolton, Robbins,  Busk. 


Re THE BROAD-STREET STATION DWELLINGS AND WORK- 
SHOPS CO.—Chitty, J., 15th July. 


Oompany—Oonrract mm Consrpenation or Attorwenr or Futiy Parm- 
vr Saanes—Onmisston to Reotsrer—Recrirication or ReGister— 
Compamizs Acr, 1867, s. 25. 


"In this case a motion was made under section 35 of the Companies Act, 





1862, by the allottees of oy pale shares, for rectification of th 
register of shareholders by striking out the applicants’ names therefrom 
and for re-issue to the applicants of new shares. It ap that iy 
March, 1883, an agreement was made between the applicants and the 
company for the erection by the applicants of certain buildings, and that” 
the applicants should receive fully -up shares in part payment rt 
their work. In August, 1883, the shares were issued to the applicants: 
upon completion of the work. In August, 1886, it was ascertained that) 
tho agreement had never been registered as provided for by section 25 of the 
Companies Act, 1867. It was submitted, on behalf of the applicants 

in order to obtain an order on the motion all that was required 
evidence that the allottees were ignorant of the omission to register, © 
Re Denton Colliery Co, (22 W. R. Dig. 66, 18 Eq. 16); Re New 
Zealand Kapanga Gold Mining Co. (18 Eq. 17); Re Droitwich 

Co. (22 W. R. 767); and Re Darlington Forge Co. (35 W. R. 537, 34 © 
D. 522) were cited. The company ap and raised no objection. If 
appeared that there were only two creditors of the company, one of whom 
was stated to assent to the application, and the other, a mortgagee, hag 
not assented. 

Curry, J., said that he had sent for the affidavits in Re New Zealond 
Kapanga Gold Co., which was the cese chiefly relied upon by the id ae 
cants, and it appeared from them that in that case there was the stri 
evidence of the solvency of the company. He should make an order 


asked upon production of evidence of the assent of the one creditor, and 


the order must also be served on the other creditor, with leave for him to 
move within three weeks to discharge it.—Oounset, Romer, QO., and © 
F. B. Palmer ; G. P. C. Lawrence. Soxrcrrors, Mackrell, Maton, § Godlee; ™ 
Baker, Blaker, $¢ Hawes. 


HERON v. HERON—North, J., 18th July. 


Marrrep Woman—Eauviry to a Serriement—Ansorutz Lecat Inreresy” 
in LeAsEHOLDs AND Suanes in Joint-Stock CVompanigs — JUDICATURE 
Act, 1873, ss. 24 (4), 25 (11). 4 
In this case a question arose as to the effect of the Judicature Act, 187: 

upon a married woman’s equity to a settlement. The plaintiff, who was 

then a spinster, became, under the will of an uncle who died in Novem« 
ber, 1880, entitled to some leasehold houses and some shares in joint. 
stock companies, In May, 1882, she married J., and he, in September, 

1885, executed an assignment, by way of mortgage, of the houses and the 

sharesto R. R., in October, 1885, commenced an action in the Queen’s 

Bench Division against the wife, for the recovery of the title deeds 

relating to the houses and the certificates of the shares. The shares 

stood in the wife’s maiden name. The wife delivered a counter-claim 
by which she asserted that she had an equity to a settlement out of the 
roperty, and she brought this action in the Chancery Division egainst 

a husband and R. to enforce that equity. The actions were con 

solidated, and the consolidated action came on to be argued, on the ques- © 

tion of law, whether such a right as the wife alleged could exist. Om 

behalf of the defendants it was contended that the husband had a legal © 
right to the property by virtue of the marriage, and that, as he did not © 
need the assistance of a court of equity to enforce his right, no equity toa ~ 
settlement could exist. On behalf of the wife it was urged that since the = 

Judicature Act every branch of the High Court is a court of equity” 

as well as a court of law, and that, in case of any conflict between the 

rules of equity and the rules of common law, the rules of equity are to 
prevail. Consequently, if a husband now came to a court of law to 
enforce his legal right to his wife’s property, that court would re 

nize her right to a settlement. And it did not signify whether the” 

—— to the court was made in the first instance by the husband or = 

the wife. . 2 
Nonru, J., held that there was no equity to a settlement. The husband © 

had a legal interest in the leaseholds, and he was not claiming the assist- ~ 

ance of any court. Whether, if he were coming to the court to assist him 7 

in enforcing his right, the wife would have any equity to a settlement it © 

was not neces to decide, though, in that case, there might be a good” 
deal to be said in her favour. Bat, as he was not invoking the assistanc 

of the court, it was clear that before the Judicature Act the wife would” 

have had no right to intercept his legal right, and the Judicature Act had ~ 

made no difference. The shares stood in the same position. Lither 
under the Companies Clauses Act, 1845, or under the Companies Act, — 

1862, the husband could enforce the registration of the shares in his own 

name without the wife’s assent, and in spite of her opposition.—Counssh, ~ 

Coxens- Hardy, Q.C., and Yate Lee ; Cookson, Q.C., and Gatey. Soxicrrons; = 

E. Flua § Leadbitter ; Pattison, Wigg, ¢ Co. ‘a 


Re COLLINGE’S SETTLED ESTATES—North, J., 14th July. 


Serrizey Lanp—Teznant ror Lirse—Powsr or Sarz—Tunant ror Live 
or Unvivipgep Morery—Serriep Lanp Act, 1882, ss. 2 (5) (6), 19. 


The question in this case was whether a tenant for life of an undivided 
moiety of land had power to sell the land under tlie Settled Land Act, 


on trust to pay the income to his wife for her life, and after her death on © 
trust to di the income between his sons James and John, in E 
shares, during their res ve lives, and after the death of either of them 
on trust to divide the me unto and equally between the testators 
surviving son and the issue then living of the deceased son (the issue to” 
take the pareut’s share only), and after the death of the survivor of the 
testator’s sons, on trast to sell the property, and to divide the proceeds” 
of sere and the rents until sale, into two ¢ 


will, made in 1852, devised real estate to. trustees, ~ 
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of sale, and of the rents until sale, to such person or persons 
assuch son or sons so dying without issue should bequeath the same by his 
qill. The will did not contain any disposition of either moiety in case 
of the sons, or either of them, dying without issue and without exercising 
the power of appointment thus given to him. The testator died in April, 
1852, and the wife died in April, 1876. The son, John, died in Jan . 
1876, without having been married, and without ha' exercised the 
power of ap intment. His moiety of the estate ly descended 
tothe son James, as undieposed of by the testator’s James had 
issue. He sold the moiety which thus descended to him, and conveyed it 
tothe purchaser in fee, In August, 1886, the court be gpg: trustees of 
the will for the purposes of the Settled Land Act. é son James Fe 
the trustees notice of his intention to sell the undivided moiety of the 
jand of which he was tenant for life under the will. The trustees took 
out this summons to determine whether he was entitled to do this. Sub- 
section 5 of section 2 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, provides that ‘‘ The 
m who is for the time being, under a settlement, y entitled 
to possession of settled land for his life, is, for purposes of this Act, the 
tenant for life of that land, and the tenant for life under that settlement.” 
And by sub-sectiun 6, ‘‘If, in any case, there are two or more 
go entitled as tenants in common, or as joint tenants, or for other con- 
current estates or interests, they together constitute the tenant for life for 
es of this Act.’”? By section 19, ‘‘ Where the settled land com- 
s an undivided share in land, or, under the settlement, the settled 
has come to be held in undivided shares, the tenant for life of an 
undivided share may join or concur in any manner, and to any extent 
necessary or proper for any purpose of this Act, with any person entitled 
to or having power or right of disposition of or over another undivided 
” 


Norrn, J., held that the tenant for life was not entitled to sell the 
settled moiety. He was not entitled to the beneficial possession of ‘* land ’’ 
for his life, but only to possession of an undivided moiety of land. Sub- 
section 6 recognized a case in which there were tenants for life of 
undivided moieties of land, but it did not say that each of them should be 
a “tenant for life.”” During the joint lives of the sons James and John 
neither of them could have sold alone, and if James could nothavesold alone 
during the life of John, it was not easy to see why he could sell alone when 
the other moiety had become vested in a stranger. Section 19 only pro- 
vided that the tenant for life of an undivided share might ‘‘join or concur”’ 
with any person entitled to, &c., another undivided share. It was contended 
that that section did not prevent the tenant for life of an undivided moiety 
from acting alone. If this had been intended the Legislature would have 
said so. The Legislature had taken care te protect the interests of 
persons entitled in remainder, and there were obvious reasons rendering 
it undesirable in their interest that a tenant for life should have power to 
sell an undivided moiety separately. In his lordship’s opinion the tenant 
for life could not sell without the concurrence: of the owner of the other 
moiety.—Counszt, Upjohn; L. Ryland. Soxscrrons, Clarke, Woodcock, § 
Ryland. 


Re MARCUS, MARCUS v. MAROUS—North, J., 19th July. 
Practice—Oricivatine Summons—Inqurries—FvurtTHER ConsIpERATION. 


This was an originating summons raising points as to the construction 
ofa will. It came on for hearing in January, 1886, when some of the 
points were disposed of and certain inquiries were directed. Further 
consideration was not adjourned, but liberty to epply was reserved. The 
napa having been answered, some questions of construction remained 


argued, and application was made to the court for directions as to | yecej 


the mode of bringing on the case for argument. 

Nort, J., said that the case might be placed in the 
day on which he should take further considerations.— 
Sourcrrors, Pritchard, Englefield, § Oo. 


on the next 
UNSEL, Farwell. 


TROITZSCH »v, REES—Stirling, J., 15th July. 


Coprricut — Prcrurrs—INrRINGEMEBNT—SALE oF Copigs MADE BEFORE 
» Recisrrarron—Enrry or ‘‘Sunsequent Asstonments ”’—25 & 26 Vier. 
c. 63, ss. 1, 4. 


The plaintiff in this case applied for an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from publishing or selling copies of a painting called “ Christ 
Healing the Sick’? or otherwise infringing the tiff’s cop, t 
therein. The plaintiff, who had p the picture and cop t, 
Tegistered it at Stationers’ ‘Hall on the 15th of 1887, un 
Copyright Acts 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45 and 25 & 26 Vict. o. The defi 


er the 


oe 


ed an engraving of the picture, which had been made before the 
of such tion, and had sold copies of that engraving, some of 
which copies had also been printed before the date of rexienration. The 
ion was whether, and to what extent, the tiff’s copyright had 
rex + by the defendant, and that d 
land 4 of the Copyright Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. o. 68). 
Srreaiine, J., said that as regarded copies of the 
made before the date of registration the motion must fail. case of 
Twk v. Priester (19 Q. B. D. 48) shewed conclusively that the sale after 
Tegistration of copies made and im before not 
Wrongful. With regard to the question whether the 
restrained from producing any further copies of the picture, i 
objected by the defendant that the registration was insufficient because it 
contained no an of the es ge of the copyright to the plaintiff. 
Graves’ case (4 Q. B. 715) shewed that it was not n register 
& prior er mg em and his lordship th t that 
under section 


er 4 of the Co ht Act, 1862, to the assig it 
under which the person who | i makes the entry . The injunction 





chiefly upon sections | the 
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THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL ». GREEN—Q. B. Div., 20th July. 
Post Orrrce—Teiecram Sent sy Mistake as A Parss Messacp—Excess 


. Two of the addresses 
This bat tee tee tae: we Ganeneee t the 
was not e sen 

telegram as a press BR Boral Bo Office 


8s. 6d., the excess charge. The faioed to pay, the Post- 
master-General brought this action, and obtained t. It was 
argued on behalf of appellant that the question w address 
was re was a mutter within the knowledge of the Post Office, and 
that, after the message had been sent, no claim could rightly be made for 
any excess. 

Tan Covrr (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Linpitey and toeme, eae.) dismissed 
the appeal. The clerk had made a mistake, but that did not as 
an estoppel. He hed nok sien Sa apereameterem, and, if he had, he had 
no authority to do so.—Counsat, H. 0. Richards ; Casserley. Soxicrrons, 


J. @. Lemon ; Solicitor to the Post Office. 





CASES AFFECTING SULICITORS. 
MUNTON »v. LORD TRURO—Q. B. Div., 20th July. 
Mrppiesex Recisrry—Riext ro Apminisrer Oatu verirytne Meworran. 


This was an action 


t against Lord 
. K. Munton, for a mandamus to com 


Middlesex Registry, by Mr. the 
istrar to register a the oath relating to which been 
en by Mr. Munton as a London to administer s; and 


it raised the question of the t 
memorial, the registrar con 
tered at, the office of the 

Mr. Munton’s affidavit in support of the 


-street, 
W.C., for the purpose of registering a memorial of an indenture dated the 
8th day of July, 1885, between 
part and m and sunthen of Ae athes past Sins © Coser? 


tain freehold 
shewn to me at the tee of 
2. The defendant Lord Truro a only registrar. 


s 
F 
i 


req 

to administer oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ffi not, and never were, either masters extraordinary or chancery 
commissioners, ut became commissioners forall the divisions under the 


Judicature Acts from the fact that at the time of the of the Acts 
nig ico Se eee I speak from knowledge, 
as I myself am one of such commissioners. 5, The 


E 
at 
uF 


F 
E 
; 
if 


A 
: 
: 
df 
HE 
di 
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di 


if 
it 
ie 

| 
He 
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al 


Covrt made the rule for 





it appeared clear upon the Act 16 & 17 
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masters extraordinary under the Act of Anne had been transferred to the 


present commissioners for taking oaths. Wr1s,J., concurred, and said 
that as the masters extraordinary had formerly power to take the oath to 
the memorial, the commissioners now had the power.—CovunsgL, Reid, 
Q.C., and Murray ; Channell, Q.C., and Trevelyan. 








THE RE-ORGANIZATION OF THE CENTRAL OFFICE 
OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


Tue report of the Committee on the Central Office of the Supreme Court 
has just been published. The conclusions arrived at by the committee 
are 


“1, That a thorough re-organization of the Central Office is required. 

‘* 2. That structural changes in the ge paced yk J = (which do 
not to present any difficulty) wi requi or that purpose. 

“ge That the number of eighteen masters provided by the Officers Act, 
1879, is excessive. 

“4, That certain duties now performed by masters might be performed 

5 That the a tcl ades migh 

#6. e number of clerks of higher es might, upon re-organ- 

be materially reduced. alles ‘ 5 ws 

**6. That all officers should be in attendance throughout the office hours, 
and that some effective supervision should be devised to secure this 
attendance.” 

The effect of the first recommendation, if carried into effect, will be to 
divide the clerical staff into three grades—the first class, equivalent to 
managing clerks to solicitors, receiving a salary of £500, rising to £600. 
The second and third class clerks, whose duties are putely clerical, will 
receive respectively £250, rising to £400, and £100, rising to £250. 

The structural alterations mentioned in the second recommendation 
have been carried into effect. 

When the committee came to consider the question of the number of 
masters they seem to have had a somewhat difficult problem to grapple 
with. Reference is made to the irregularity in the hours of attendance and 
the almost uniform recurrence of hes of absence in the case of some of 
the masters. The committee recommend that all future appointments to 
the office of master should, as in the case of chief clerks, be subject to the 
condition that they should retire on a pension on attaining the age of 
seventy, unless, for special reasons, the appointing authorities should 
allow them to continue their duties for another five years. The committee 
are of opinion (to which they attach considerable weight on account of its 
bearing on the question of numbers) that the masters should distribute 
their work over the whole of the office hours. The committee think that 
only fifteen masters are required for the conduct of the Central Office, 
with salaries of £1,200 rising, after three years, to £1,500. 

The effect of the fifth recommendation, if carried into effect, would be 
to reduce the number of first-class clerks from seventeen to ten, and of 
the second class from forty-one to twenty-nine. A scheme for the re- 
organization of the various offices, based upon suggestions made by Sir 
Frederick Pollock and Master Jenkins, is, however, contained in the 
report, the effect of which would be to make the total number of clerks 
ae ten first class, twenty-nine second, and thirty-four 

The committee recommend that the retirement of unnecessary officers 
should be effected as soon as practicable, and that for this purpose the 
committee of masters named in the report should be empowered to call 
upon any officer who is incapacitated by age, infirmity, or other cause for 
the efficient discharge of his duties to retire upon the pension for which 
his length of service qualifies him, and to offer to such other officers as 
they may select permission to retire on the abolition of their office on the 

terms of pension reserved for such retirement by section 7 of the 
Superannuation Act. The committee believe that by these means and by 
the vacancies from death and other natural causes, the office will shortly 
be reduced to the required limit without the necessity of compelling any 
Officer to retire compulsorily who is able and willing to discharge his 
duties to the satisfaction of the heads of the department. 

With to circuits, the committee think (1) that no clerk of assize 
to be hereafter appointed should be a solicitor practising within the 
circuit ; (2) that every clerk of assize or other officer to be hereafter 
appointed should do his work in person; (3) that no change should be 
made in existing salaries, but that in future appointments no clerk of 
assize, except on the Northern Circuit, should have more than £800 a 
year and no other officer more than £300 a year; and (4) that, for the 
future, when vacancies occur, a clerk of assize and two officers, with a 
bailiff at £100 a year, would be sufficient for each circuit for all purposes, 
including the duty of swearing witnesses, which is clearly ‘‘ analogous” 
to the other duties. They also cuggest better arrangements for the se- 

and custody of records, indictments, and other documents from 
each circuit. The committee have not come to any conclusion as to 
whether it would be a better arrangement to amalgamate the staff of 
circuit officers with the Central Office. They suggest an inquiry as to the 
postibility of utilizing the different legal officers who perform duties in 
the various assize towns, such as district registrars of the High Court and 
of the Probate Division. This matter formed no part of the reference to 
the committee, but it a change in this direction 


_ might be productive of 








The Royal Assent was given on Tuesday last to the Quarry (Fencing) 


y 
and Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Bills, and to a large number 
of local and provisional order Bills. 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are further extracts from the report of council, conting 
from p. 632. ; 
“Aghicultural Holdings (England) Act, 1883—Bailifs’ Fees.—Last 
the council referred to the fact that they had communicated with t 
provincial law gg ryngtots remap Jone aye 
appropriation C) of the ry poun on 
tenes 4 pe, Rove holdings. After careful consideration of the 
various opinions they coll , they came to the conclusion that the ~ 
percentage was not payable to the bailiff who executed the distress, but” 
to the landlord. In pursuance of this opinion, the council took up @ 
test case, which was heard at the Wantage County Court, wher judg. 
ment was given in accordance with this view. The Cornwall Law © 
Society called the attention of the council to another case in which the 
county court judge at St. Austell gave a contrary decision. The ~ 
council supported an appeal against this decision, and, in the result, 
their view has been sustained by the Queen’s Bench JLivision. Bi 
Death Duties—Claims of the Crown.—In their last report the council ~ 
referred to the steps which they, with the assistance cf Mr. Gregory : 
had taken for limiting the claims of the Crown with regard to death 
duties, and pointed out the hardships to which trustees, executors, and 
others liable for the payment of these duties were exposed by the present ~ 
law. At the time, the Government which has since gone out of office © 
undertook to introduce the clause proposed by Mr. Gregory into an” 
omnibus Bill. ‘The council brought the question under the notice of the 
resent Chancellor of the Exchequer, who has promised to give it cares © 
ul consideration. ied 
Counsel's Clerks’ Fees.—In July, 1886, the council called the attention of 
the Bar Committee to the fact that some barristers’ clerks were in the | 
habit of soliciting and pressing for payment of clerks’ fees in excess of 
those re ted and allowed by the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. In ~ 
the opinion of the council, solicitors ought to adhere to the rules instituted — 
for their guidance by the proper authorities and for the public good. In ~ 
many instances, however, solicitors have to choose between submitting to 
a trifling imposition or raising at a critical juncture a petty and irritating — 
question, and find it expedient, as the lesser evil, to yield. This places: 
solicitors in a false position. No clerks’ fees paid in excess of the allow- | 
ance under the rules are recoverable on taxation even as between solicitor 
and client, and, if questioned, would have to come out of the solicitor’s 
own pocket. The council felt that solicitors ought to be relieved from this © 
embarrassment, and they suggested to the Bar Committee that this could 
properly and easily be accomplished if the Bar Committee would obtain ~ 
the establishment of a rule that barristers’ clerks should not ask for nor ~ 
accept gratuities beyond those allowed by the scale, The Bar Committee © 
agreed with the council that these rules ought to be adhered to, and ~ 
they accordingly requested members of the bar to call their clerks’ atten- 
tion to the matter. a 
Refresher Fees to Counsel.—In June, 1886, the council called the attention = 
of the Bar Committee to the decisions of the late Mr. Justice Pearson and © 
the Court ot Appeal in the case of Re Harrison (Weekly Notes, 24th A 2] 
1886, p. 85, and 5th June, 1886, p. 104), suggesting the ering | Be 
some concurrent or joint communication on the subject being eto 
the Rule Committee of the Judges on behalf of the bar and the solicitors. 
The decisions of the judge of first instance, and of the Court of Appeal, ~ 
were based on the Rute of 1883 being imperative, and the absence of power ~ 
for the court or the taxing master to allow more than the prescribed ~ 
amounts without satisfactory evidence or authority from the client to pay ~ 
the higher fees. No comment on the rules is necessary as far as 4 
the taxation of costs between party and party, but the council consider ~ 
that it is manifestly inconvenient and inconsistent that the taxing master 
should have no discretion in this respect when taxing costs as be- | 
tween solicitor and client. In practice it is extremely incon- © 
venient and often impossible for solicitors, during the progress ~ 
of a contentious business, to obtain express authority on such a matter. ~ 
The client is often absent, and at other times is in a state of excitement, © 
or occupied with the exigencies of the case; and it not unfrequently © 
happens that during the trial questions of character or otherwise arise ~ 
which greatly alter the aspect of the matter in litigation. In such cir- © 
cumstances the solicitor is practically compelled, in the interests of his 
client, to act on his own responsi . Even between barristers and | 
solicitors it is often impossible, during the course of a trial, to adjust the 
refreshers, which are frequently left to be dealt with in accordance with 
usage and good faith. It seems difficult to exaggerate the objections to © 
questions of implied authority being left, after a considerable lapse of ~ 
ed by the recollection of the parties interested as to ved 
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time, to be decid 
took place when their minds were chiefly occupied with more exciting 2 
more interesting matters. The fees marked on the brief, the number of the 

consultations held, the witnesses to be subpcnaed, a variety of other. 
items of expenditure are left to the on of the solicitor, subject to 
the decision of the taxing master as to whether or not the discretion has 
been rightly exercised, and it is difficult to understand why an inflexible 
rule should be applied to refreshers, the amount of which must often 
vary through circumstances which could not have been foreseen. Such 
discussion as that which arose in the case of Re Harrison cannot be otherwise — 
than distasteful both to the bar and solicitors, and the council felt that it — 
was a subject in which united action should be taken by the Bar Commit- 
tee and themselves. The Bar Committee concurred in the view taken by 

the council, and a joint letter was addressed to the Lord Ohancellor on 
the subject for submission to Committee of Judges, which led 


















the 
to a rule being passed to meet the difficulty. 
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Delays in the Taxation of Costs in the Chancery and Queen's Bench Divisions 
—The attention of the council ha been called to the delaysin th 
taxation of costs in the Chancery and Queen's Bench Divisions of. th 
High Court of Justice, they, in conjunction with members of the societ: 
having great practical knowlege of the subject, have carefully 
the evils complained of. They find that in the Chancery Division there is 
no reasonable ground of complaint, except with regard to some masters’ 
offices. In all the other offices appointments can re be obtained, and 
the taxation of costs proceeds with reasonable speed. It ap that the 
existing arrangements are in themselves well conceived, are not the 
cause of the block which exists. It is, however, the fact that the business 
ts much in arrear in some offices, and in consequence the complaints of 
the profession are loud and well founded. It is obvious that inasmuch 
as most of the masters are able to get their work done, there must be 
something defective in the offices of those masters who fail to do so. The 
council do not consider that it is n that the number of taxing 
masters in the Chancery Division should be increased, as if all the 
masters discharged their duties with reasonable despatch there would be 
no arrears. The council, therefore, suggest that woe f should be made 
as to the position of the taxations in the offices of several masters, 
and that directions should be given that the arrears should 
disposed of, and that in future the work should be required 
to * kept down to within reasonable limits. In the meantime, to re- 
lieve the present block, an arrangement should be made for transferring 
to the other masters a certain proportion of the bills now awai' taxa- 
tion in the offices that are in arrears, and that similar transfers 
when necessary, be resorted to and carried out by a quorum of three of 
the senior masters, or that, in the alternative, some alteration should be 
made in the mode of assigning the taxations, until the work in the several 
offices should be equalized. The council also s that the objections 
tothe master’s taxation should be adjourned to the judge in chambers, 
who should be attended by the master, to whom the judge should give di- 
rections as tu the mode in which objections should be 
all the masters ought to be required to be in attendance every day from 
ten till four, and that a master in the Chancery Division should take daily, 
without formal appointments, all taxations in small matters; and that, 
giving appointments to proceed with taxation, the morning from ten to one 
o'clock should be devoted to taxation of bills in small matters, up 
but little time ; and that the afternoon, from two to four, should be given 
up to long appointments ; and that queries upon bills should be disposed 
of any day during such time as the master or his clerk are not actually 
engaged with parties before them. It was also suggested that in view of 
the arrears of bills which at the commencement of the Long Vacation 
remain undisposed of, each master should, before cl his office for the 
Long Vacation, report to the Lord Chancellor that all bille left in his 
office had been taxed and disposed of, or should append a schedule of 
those bills which had not been taxed, and giving the reason why mp hese 
not been dealt with. With regard to taxations in the. Queen’s ch 
Division, there is no delay in getting short bills taxed either in term or in 
the Long Vacation; but, owing mainly to the system of allotting the 
taxation to the particular master to whom the action has been referred, 
and who has consequently to deal with all applications in the action, there 
is delay in getting long bills taxed. During the Long Vacation there is 
only one taxing master sitting, whose time is fully occupied in dealin 
with short taxations, and it is therefore impossible to get bills taxed. 
The council suggest that the best course to adopt would be to assign three 
masters to each division (one each for cases from A to F, from G to N, 
and from O to Z), and that they should attend in the same division every 
sitting during the year. Further, that the masters should be required to 
attend at the opening of the offices at ten o’clock, and stay till four 
o'clock, and that there should be three masters in daily attendance d 
the whole of the Long Vacation. The taxation of costs by a 
master to whom the action has been assigned should be ed, sub- 
ject, however, to power being given in special cases where the sitting 
master may think it necessary to refer to the particular master to whom 
the action has been assigned any question that may arise upon the taxa- 
tion of the costs. The council do not think any increase in the number of 
taxing masters either in the Chancery or Common Law Divisions neces- 
sary, but they recommend that, in order to relieve the masters from all 
mere routine business, such as is involved in the length of documents, 
lists of attendances, and the adjustment of fixed scale aaa in party 
and party costs, this vouching shall be done by the 8 principal 
clerk in the presence of the parties, who should have liberty to resort to 
the master upon any point on which they were dissatisfied with what the 


a 
@o- 


Ff 


clerk had done, and when discussing the principle of the of any 
allowance or disallowance. With to Common Law Divisions, 
the council recommend that an ad should ‘be allowed in each 


division to assist the master in going through small bills, such as costs in 
judgments under order 14, fred. on the discontinuance of qn action, or on 
the acceptance of money peid into court before notice of trial, and costs 
of appeal to the judge. 

Library.—On the 18th of December, 1885, the council requested the 
Library Committee to consider and on the library. The committee’s 
report was laid before the council on the 28th of May, 1886, and adopted ; 
and it was referred back to the committee to carry their for 
the general improvement of the library into effect. One of the sugges- 
tions was that it would be desirable to have a report on the library 
some well-known and competent librarian. The committee 
consulted Mr. H. R. Tedder, the librarian of the Athensum Club, 
Mall, as to the provision made in the library with regard to the 
departments of law and literature, and as to the accommodation for 
members and subscribers. Mr. Tedder sent in his report on the 
to the committee on the 4th of November, 1886, and on the 26th of 
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with. That | large 


examination committee 
uring | mended the following gentlemen as entitled to honorary distinc- 





, 
or will be completed in the co’ w i— 

1. The sti ts will be admitted to ae ae oy, 
ee the library and the south wing being reserved the use of 
members. 

2. The arrangement in the south wing is to be altered by substituting 
small tables for the two large tables which were ost cents 
covering the floor with 
th Sea Seen ot the Mendham all of which 

e Own as were 
agen Sd collection, formerly 
increased accommodation to buy 
ments of literature in 

3. A Somme Seabees ™ a 
pilation of a new books in the library. It 
Pat this consicens etl 1 eten 

Matters relating to Solicitors. 
the instance of the society been struck 
suspended. Other 


and 
improvements in the library, which have been either already carried out 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
- INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


At the examination for honours 
roll of solicitors of the Supreme 


4 


tion :— 
Oxass.. 
[In order of Merit. 
John Leonard Walker, who served his 


with Messrs. Gibson, 
Pybus, & goer of Newcastle-on- 
Richard Frederick Gabb, 


Baker served his clerkship with Messrs, 
Garohn, White, who served’ his cla¢kship with Mr. John White, of the firm 
ohn W. . 
of Messrs, White & Co., of London. 


William who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
& Houlditch, of Exeter; and Messrs. Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, & 


Arth Nove Emanuel, who served his clerkship with Mr. J 
ur ; . Joe 
Emanuel, of London. ? 


[In Alphabetical Order.) 
Sydney Cart who served his clerkship with Mr, Alfred Dickey 
John Herbert Dennis, who served his with Mr, Robert Oress- 
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Bey Pate. of the firm of Messrs. Buck, Dickson, & Cockshott, of 
and wor gras 

Charles St. David Spencer, B.A., who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
Dalton, cer, Corbett, & Evans, of Cardiff; and Messrs. Crowder & 
Vizard, of London. 

Turrp Crass 

Percy William Snelling, who served his clerkshi 

Scotney, of Winchester ; and Messrs. Prior, Bigg, 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
class certificates and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Walker—prize of the Honourable Society of Clement’s-inn— 
value 10 guineas; and the Daniel Reardon prize—value about 25 guimeas. 
ssn a Gabb—prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford’s-inn—value 

eas, 
5 Mr. White—prize of the Honourable Society of New-inn—value 


eas 
Mr. Michelmore—Prize of the Incorporated Law Society—value 5 


with Mr. Walter 
urch, & Adams, of 


To Mr. Emanuel—Prize of the Incorporated Law Society—value 5 


The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 


The number of candidates who attended the examination waa 71. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Lone Vacation, 1887. 
Notice. 

During the vacation until further notice :—All applications which may 
require to be immediately or romptly heard are to be made to the judges 
who, for the time being, shall act as vacation judges. 

One of the vacation judges wil) sit in Chancery Court IV., Royal Courts 
of Justice, at 11 a.m. on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wed- 
nesday, 17th of August, until further notice, for the purpose of hearing 
such applications of the above nature as, according to the practice in the 
Chancery Division, are usually heard in court. 

No care will be placed in the judge’s oe unless leave has been pre- 
vious] ed, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires to be 
immediate or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, is left 
pers. " 


necestary papers relating to every application made to the vacation 
judges (see notice below as to judges’ papers) are to be left with the cause 
clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers (Room 136), Royal 
Courts of Justics, before one o’clock on the Monday previous to the da 
on which the application is intended to be made. When the cause cler! 
is not in attendance they may be left at Room 136, under cover, addressed 
to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers, or they may be 
sent by post, but in either case so as to be received by the time aforesaid. 
In any case of great urgency, the brief of counsel is to be sent to the 
judge by post, or rail, prepaid, accompanied by office copies of the affida- 
vite in support of the application, an 


also by a minute, on a separate 
sheet of , signed by counsel, of the order he may consider the appli- 
cant en to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, cai ble of 
receiving the papers, addressed as follows :— Chan Official Letter : 
To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ mbers, Royal 


Courts of Justice, London, W.C. 
On s for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
a ae > tune my must also be sent. 
pSper sen e ju be returned to the registrar. 

The chambers of Mr. Justice Kay will be opened during the vacation. 
Mr. Justice Kekewich will, until further notice, hear urgent summonses 
which may be adjourned to him in his private room, No. 346, at 10.30 a.m. 
on Wednesday in every week, commencing on the 17th of August. A 
pee oA gga appointed for any that cannot be conveniently dis- 


address of the judge for the time being acting as vacation judge in 
wey Ae ogy can be obtained on application at the oo 
bers, Room 136. 


en PO Jupors’ Parzns. 
o g@ papers for the vacation judge are required to be left with 
the cause ces in attendance at the ChasceryTegitrar’ Chamber, oom 
lore the lay previous to the day on which the lica- 
thon #0 the judge is intended td be made. . . wr 
1.—Couneel’s certificate of urgency, or note of special leave granted by 


“he. 
2. copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any) and any 
other documents shewing the nature of lication. 

3.—Bwo coples of notice a 


ff 


of motion. 
} copy affidavite in support with exhibite, and also the affidavits 


in any fikd 
¥.B.—Bolicitors are requested when the application has been disposed 
of to apply at once to the judge’s clerk in Court for the ream of Gaalr 


Noricz to Soxscrrons, 
(CHANCERY REGISTRARS’ OFFICE.) 


The Chancery Registrars’ Office will be open daily. On Tuesday, the 





16th August, and on the same day in every succeeding week during the 
vacation, the registrar in attendance will sce solicitors requiring alterations 
necessary in orders to be acted on by the paymaster; but the order, and 
any necessary papers, and a notification of ihe amendment as required 
the 27th of the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1884, ought to be left at 
seat not later than 12 o’clock on the previous day. 

20th July, 1887. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. James Kern, advocate, died at Edinburgh on the 13th inst., after a 
long illness. Mr. Keir was admitted a member of the Faculty of Advo- 
cates in Scotland in 1864, and for many years he enjoyed a fair share of 
business. In 1880 he was appoiuted pee legal assessor to the OCorpora- 
tion of Edinburgh, which office he held until his death, and in the follow- 
ing year he became receiver of Crown rents. Mr. Keir was 
unmarried. He was buried on the 18th inst. 


Mr. Jonxn Wit11am Mippteron, solicitor, of Leeds, died very suddenly 
on the 16th inst. Mr. Middleton was the son of Mr. Wi'liam Middleton, 
solicitor, of Leeds, and was born in 1839, He was admitted a solicitor in 
1860, having served his articles with his father, with whom he was for 
several years in partnership, and he was at the time of his death associated 
in ership with his younger brother, Mr. Arthur Middleton. Mr. 
Middleton was a perpetual commissioner for the West Riding of York- 
shire, and he was for two successive years president of the Leeds Law 
Society. He was solicitor to the Leeds Permanent Building Society and 
to the Leeds Estate Building and Investment Society. Mr. Middleton 
came to London last week to attend the trial of an action in the Ohancery 
Division on behalf of the last-mentioned society, and died very suddenly 
within a few hours after his return home. Mr. Middleton’was a member 
of the Leeds Philosophical Society. He leaves a widow and eight children. 
The Leeds Mercury says that Mr. Middleton at all times took a great 
interest in legal matters. In connection with the Yorkshire Registry Bill 
he ) paxrnereee a pamphlet which had a large circulation amongst bankers 
and solicitors. He took the matter up on behalf of the Yorkshire bankers, 
and in the end an amending Act was passed by which an objectionable 
clause—the fifteenth—was repealed, By his professional brethren and by 
a wide circle of other friends his untimely death is deeply regretted, and 
much sympathy is expressed for the bereaved family. 


Mr. Wi111am Heats, solicitor, late of 3, New London-street, died about 
a fortnight ago. Hr. Heath was admitted a solicitor in 1832, and he had 


practised for over half a century in the City of London and at Tottenham, | ~ 
where he resided. He was formerly associated in partnership with Mr. | 


Robert William Parker and Mr. John George Brett. He was solicitor to 
the Tottenham Local Board. He was appointed vestry clerk of the parish 
of St. Olave, Hart-street, about forty years ago, and he had held that office 
until his death, although he retired from practice about two years ago. 


i 
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Mr. Heath was for several years a member of the Court of Assistantsto 


the Cordwainers’ Company, and he had filled the office of warden. 





APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. Gzorcz Martin HA11, solicitor, of Attleburgh, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of J wilootaiesl 

Mr. Joun Wrtu1am Harrenrszey, solicitor, of Mexbrough and Swinton, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Mexbrough Local Board. Mr. Hattersley 
was admitted a solicitor in 1885. 


Mr. Ronerr Kerru Vit.rers Dovetas, solicitor (of the firm of Jackson, 
Prince, & Douglas), of 64, Cannon-street and of Sutton, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the Sutton Local Board. Mr. Douglas was admitted a 
solicitor in 1881. 


Mr. Gsoncz Hyarr Wuu1ss, solicitor, of Brecon, has been elected 
Town Olerk of that borough in succession to the late Mr. John Williams. 


Mr. Wit1t1am Ricuarp Stevens, solicitor, of 22, Abi m-street, has 
been appointed Secretary to the South-Eastern Railway Co. Mr. Stevens 
has been for several years solicitor to the compeny. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1874, 


Mr. Auzxanpsr Moony Srvart, advocate, has been appointed Professor 
of the Law of Scotland in the University of Glasgow, in succession to 
Mr. Robert Berry, who has been a Sheriff of Lanarkshire, 

Mr, Anruun Frepericx Jerrvneys, who has been elected M.P. for the 
Basingstoke Division of Ham in the Conservative interest, is the 

son of Mr. Arthur J and was born in 1848. He was edu- 
cated at Christ Church, Oxford, where he graduated second class in 
Mathematics in 1870. | He was aris to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
‘erm, R e former on the Western t. 

oe isa for a F reg 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED, 


Epwiw Joun Hanvey, jun., and Hernzrt Joun Anvrew, solicitors 
(Harvey & Andrew), Landport and . duly 9. 

Samver Hoyviz and Tuomas Heapeet Beprorp, solicitors (Hoyle & Bed- 
ford), Halifex and Elland. The said business will in future be carried on 
by the said Samuel Hoyle. July 8. 

Hewny Sxursn Rrianp Hawny Woopcock Rytanp, solicitors 
(Clarke, Woodcock, & Ryland), 11, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. July 16. 

[ Gazette, July 19.) 
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GENERAL, 


On the 14th inst., in the House of Commons, a ition was presented 


by Mr. L. Fry, from the Bristol Incorporated Law against regis- 
tation of title to land being made pr veda ; 
The judgment of the Court of Appeal in Hamilton, fraser, § Co. v. 


Pandorf § Co. (the ‘‘ rat ’’ case, commented on 30 Sorrcrrors’ Journat, 682, 
was reversed by the House of Lords on the 14th inst. Lord Bramwell 
approved of Lord Justice Lopes’s definition of ‘‘ peril of the sea” as 
being ‘‘ a sea damage occurring at sea, and nobody’s fault.” 


A meeting will be held in Lincoln’s-inn Old Hall on Saturday, the 23rd 
inst., at 2.15 p.m., to receive the report of the Provisional Committee of 
the Selden Society, to elect a council and officers, and to settle the rules of 
the society. The attendance of all persons interested (whether members 
of the society or not) is invited. 


An order has been made by the Lords of the Treasury directing that so 
long as the Lord Chancellor's principal secretary for the time bemg shall 
hold and perform the duties of the office of Clerk of the Crown, the 
chief clerk in the Crown Office in Chaucery shall hold and perform the 
duties of the office of assistant secretary to the Lord Chancellor. 


At a meeting of the Eldon Testimonial Trustees, held on Wednesday, 
Mr, Francis William Pember, Fellow of All Soul’s College, Oxford, was 
elected twenty-second Eldon scholar. The scholarship, which is worth 
£200 per annum, is open to graduates of the University of Oxford (subject 
to certain regulations) who intend to study for the bar, and is tenable for 
three years unless the scholar in the meanwhile is called to the bar. 


They make some fine distinctions, says the Albany Law Journal, about 
“cruelty ’’ in the Michigan divorce decisions. For instance, for a hus- 
band, in picking berries, forcibly to resent his wife’s reaching over from 
her row to his and picking some of his best berries, is cruel; but to tell 
her to go home to her father with her long nose, or to call her old goat, 
old cow, &c., is not cruel. 


Lord Herschell gave a very successful garden party at Lincoln’s-inn on 
Tuesday, at which the Prince and Princess of Wales, the King of the 
Hellenes, and other Royal personages were present, including an Indian 
prince, who was arrayed in startling garments, combining the disadvan- 
teges of both male and female attire. Among the was Sir James 
Bacon, who looked well and vigorous, and was hailed with delight by the 
legal part of the concourse, 


The New York Daily Register, apparently referring to our recent obser- 
vations on the Zimes headnotes of cases,  gasnen an American legal 
journal, suggests that a headnote might be added from the Practice Reports 
of the late Mr. Howard. ‘‘The case was decided in an inferior court, and 
not in accordance with the reporter’s sense of propriety or opinion of the 
law, we do not know which; and the first head-note he prefixed to it 
re follows :—‘ This little case shews what a justice of the peace can 

0. 


The grand jury at the Wells Assizes made a presentment ‘‘ that the 
system introduced of late years, by which part of the assize business of 

is and other counties has been transferred to places in counties other 
than those in which that business arises, has been found highly incon- 
venient in practice, that it is inconsistent with the right of every man to 
have justice done to him in his own neighbourhood, that it has led to a 
great increase of expense, that it needlessly destroys old habits and asso- 
ciations, and is contrary to the wishes and feelings of the country in 
general.”’ 


‘In the Houre of Commons, on the 14th inst., in answer to Mr. Maclure, 


Mr. W. H. Smith said: Sir James Hannen has not ted Mr. A. B. 
Stallman Bridgeman ,to the office of District Probate at Man- 
chester, but he has appointed Mr. Bridgeman Simpson, a clerk in the 
London Probate Re The appointment was because Sir 


James Hannen considered Mr. Bridgeman Simpson the fittest man he 
could select, having regard to Mr. Simpson’s long experience in the 
London office. It waa considered that this experience would enable him 
better to discharge the duties than a solicitor or the chief clerk in the 
district registry. 

At the Falmouth Borongh Police Court, on the 18th inst,, Mr. Samuel 
Roberts, master of the Boys’ British School in that town, sought to 
recover from the Falmouth Urban Sanitary Authority oom not exceed- 
ing £20 for closing the school during an — measles in the 
month of January last. Mr. H. Lyon based ments in er & A 
the claim on the 308th section of the Public Hi Act, 1875. . W. 
Jenkins, solicitor, defended the action on the ground that the school was 
not closed by the urban sanitary authority, but was bound to be closed 
under the Education Code, No. 98. The bench decided in favour of the 
defendants. On the application of Mr. Lyon a case was granted for the 
superior court. 


‘The Paris correspondent of the Zimes says that the Ministry of Justice 
has just published some very interesting statistics of crime in France in 
the year 1885. Some of the conclusions are satisfactory, others decidedly 
the reverse, The namber of crimes committed in the five years ending 
with the year 1885 was less than the record shewn by the 
lustrum ; but, on the other hand, murders and attempts on human 
had increased. This is attributed in a ot ene oe eee 
a gle the juries. There is no doubt that ET ey On 
culate on their chances of escape. A from 
a counsel often works wonders. ‘‘ The jury has a tender it under- 
passions, and is indulgent to them,” is the cri 


stands human 
& high authority has just passed on the institution. In twenty-four out 





of every hundred cases it acquits, in seventy-four out of every hundred 
cases it finds extenuating circamstances. — 


The Court of Appeal, while to hear from coun! 
been much exercised by the of he noes fe Jager, and 

in particular of the judge ofthe City of London Court (Mr. Com’ 
Kerr). On the 19th inst. Lord Esher remarked :—‘‘ All I can is that 
the way these appeals are before the court is ”; and 
Lord Justice added : —‘ concur.” Onthe 20th inst. Lord 
Esher is re to have said :—‘ This is a case of general interest, and 
how, it a case of general mr bee consideration by 
the Court of A) the judge of the London Court, beiag of 
that opinion, could satisfy by that note sent to us is to my mind 
. [His ene: read the note.] That is the note 
which is to enable the Court to do what . I say no more. 
It is for the judge himself and his own conscience to do what is right. We 
have 0 enihanng ie Shp Runt GAtt- 0.00, Sees £8 But this is the third 
or fourth time in which we have gerne Pree rere Fi 


a stereot form, and that in spite of the provisions the statute whic. 
require ce yeane to ‘take a note.” 


The Albany Law Journal, referring to J Grover, he had “a 
dreadful habit of sitting up rad fonds f 


: 
B 


to a counsel who had cited a long list of cases on one point, ‘ The court 
can’t look at all these cases, you know; yy oa? gery aay 
four that you set the most store by, and we'll try to at’em.’ Occa- 
Loren eens. Oosieel tn oDivhn tok polbe mds on the sngunment 
tance 0 a on the 

and not printed in the trict aa , 28 his Honour Judge Grover 
See ere hb has Oo edge el cei OD 
was anno 
merrimen Bo he tase eae co ts counsel when the court 
beat him on that very ‘ pint.’ ” 

vote to complete the 


Board of was responsible. It was where there was no official 
assignee that the discrepancy arose between the realized assets end the 
cost of et Tne We te pas © ee 


realization. 
assignee . - he 
rac ad Sad then the Board of Frade would be 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURK. 




















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





July 23, 1887, 














WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, July 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 


ALBERT PaLace Association, Luwirep.—Chitty, J., has, by an or dated 
Mav 2, appointed Francis Cooper, 14, George st, Mansion House. to be official 
liquidator. Oreditors are required, on or before ept 30, to send their names 
end addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 

- , Oct 25 at Th is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
ar 


Corirery Co, Liurrep.—Petn for winding up, poengated | Jey 12, 
directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on Saturday, July 23. Page & Scorer, 
ew inn, solors for the petner 

SOUTHEND on SEA 5 Be Districr AUXILIARY RAILWAY AND OARRIAGE oo. 
} 1mITED.—Chitty, J., has, by an order, dated April 21, appointed Willia 
Henry -lefferies, 19, Great st, to be — liq uidator 


UsitTsp Kixcpom LAsD AND ef ae ot ASSOCIATI: N. LAMITED. —Peta for winding 
up, presented July be heard Saute  Ohitty, J., on Roa July 
£3. Clarke & Co, Lincoln's inn fields, solors for the petner 


County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. — 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Du Bepapd Apams & Co, Drurrep.—By an order made by the court, dated July 5, 
it was ordered that the company be wound up. Barrell, Rodway, & Co, Liver- 


pe wt solors —J oy 
Co, LImrreD.— 4 an order made by the Vice-Chancellor, 
me ke _— 7 “it's was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be 
Bullock & Worthington, Manchester, solors for the company 
FRIENDLY SOOIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Lz« x CuurcH Matz Sick AND BuRIAL Society, National School, Leek, Stafford. 


July 12 
” SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 
Oxtey Lopcz, ree = Grand Order +4 = Sons of the Pheenix Friendly Society, 
45. Blackfriars — 
Tave we SocreTy, Mount Pleasant Inn, Lower Union st, Dowlais, Glamor- 
gan. 1 
” London Gazette.—TuEspDAY, July 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Ramee ps Leap Cc Co, Lrurrep.—Chitty, J., has, by an order dated June 25, 


ped Newstead, 77, Gresham st, to be official liquidator in the 

of John Folland Lovering, deceased 

Hott. poe Scetens, AND NORTH LINCOLNSHIRE CONSERVATIVE NEWSPAPER 
asp Prrstine Co, Loarep.—Petn for winding up, presented July 16, directed 

tobe heard before Chitty, J, on July 3). ashore & Oo, Old Jewry, solors for 


tors are uired, on or before July 30, to 
particulars of thelr debts or claims, to 


ctecohty, Jaly 


AND tors are senaieell on or 
arzon's RACQum Aug %, to — qo and a c*- debts, by siving notice to 
Thomas Evans. 5and6,Bucklersbury. Tuesday, August 9 at 12, being 

time ted f earing ae pened 
the particulars on or before Jan 9, 1833, 
culars of their debts or claims, 
W aerion the d My TE.  atealaes 
upon the dedts and c 
iyi LiMrrep. i , J., has, by an eoten, dated 
July 8, appointed Ady ‘Senior, East Parade , to be official liquidator © 


County PALATINE OF ‘Lawcasene. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY 


Du BepaD Apams & Co, I 1arrep.—The Vice-Chancellor has fixed Wofnestey, 
ee mee, 8, Cook st, Liverpool, for the appointment of an official liqui 


‘or by 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or CLam, 
London Gasette.—FRipayY, July 15. 
Ley, CHARtes Enwarp EvGEsSE, Clifton  Comertie,. Stafford, Esq. Aug 10. 
v peon y leutay, Chitty,J. Upton, Austin 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Las? Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gasette.—Farpay, July 15. 
Attzx, Eviszavetu, Tunbridge Wells. Sept 2. Cripps & Sons, Tunbridge Wells 
Bazxee. Hewey Frevrxice, Bakewell, Derby, Esq. Nov 1, F. & H. Taylor, 
Bazrnow, Lrpia E.izaners, Brixton Hill. Aug3. Snell & Co, George st 
Barey, Wi1114x. Pradhoe, Northumberiand, Butcher. Sept1. Denison, New- 


caste-tupon- 
Brxsox, orth Fambridge, Eesex, Clerk in Holy Orders. Aug 1. 


aie tsiagal Writsn. Butcher, Leytonstone. Aug 12%. Walker & Batti«combe, 
7111AmM Wirxs, Sale, Chester, Gent. Aug 31. Barrow & Smith, 
Levenshulme, Lancaster, Linen Merchant. Aug 1. Barrow & 


Manchester 
Catsrez, W11114M, Boston, Lincoln, Maitever. Sept 5. Staniland, Boston 
D, Rev Ocravrus, Tregaron, Cardigan. Aung 12. Lioyd Edwardes: 
Dri ze, Clapham, Gent. Aug%i. Binns & Co, Chancery lane 
Vox, Jous, Richmond, Surrey. Aug 2. Joucs & Julius, Fiosbury circus 
Gosmmyem, Sous, Routhgert, Doster of Moticine. Sept'7. Jepson & Co, Man- 


Coun, Ayam G St Leenaré’e on Gea, Powabrobver and Jeweller. AbS: 











5 


Haxrison, JAMES, . Worcester, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Aug Pit 
Watts & Jobson, 

8. AReus SaSSCN, Red Hill, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 1. Merrick 

LACEY. Wriztant, Orewkerne, Shoemaker and Grocer. Aug 13. Sparks & Blake, 








swale te GeEorGE Rosert, Brighton, Surgeon. Aug 16. Hallett & Spottis-. 
woode, Craven s' 
LAYFIELD, J AMES, Wetherby, York. Sept 1. Hudson, Bradford ~ 
lam, , WartzAM, Stockwell Cresent, Printer. Aug 31. Maokrell & Ga, Cannon” a 
Lrxp, Janz Portis, Chiswick. Aug 12. Park & Co, Essex st 4 
Map.LeTon, ELizaBETH, Highweek, Devon. Aug 15. Francis & Co, Newton bs ™ 
Manaaen, THomas, Gloucester, Cabinet Maker. Aug 1. Beale & Martin, : 
MARKINER, JOSEPH, Hackney, Gent. Sept 30. Smith & Sons, Furnival’s inn oe 
Marryat, Horatio, Weymouth. Septi. Eyre, Rolls chambers 4 <a 
MipDLETON, Tuomas, Didsbury, Lancaster, Surgeon. Sept 7. Jepson & Son, a Br 
cic SAMUEL, Bristol, Yeoman. Aug 30. Cash, Castle Cary E BE 
1LL14M, Brentwood, Currier and Leather Seller. Aug 12. Postans& Ba: 
we New Broad st 4 Bp 
OWEN, ALICE, Appleton ‘within Widnes, Lancaster. Oct 1. Bradley & Son, “ 

a ee, Appleton, Widnes, Oct1. Bradley & Son, Liverpool a Cu 
ar JosEPu, Heigham, Norwich, Estate Agent. Sept 1. Blyth, Nore | Cu 
suvrce, ‘vgpercs Wit11M, Rufford Abbey, Nottingham, Esq. Sept 1. Markby : Cor 
Soors, “a OSEPH, Groat Horton, Bradford, Cab Proprietor. Sept1. Gaunt & Hines, Ou 
Surrz, Many, Boston, Lincoln. Sept 5, Staniland, Boston . cu 
Taxw, Carumnins, Newoastle upon Tyne, Sept i4. W & W A Harle, Nowcastle 3 Dar 
Watrox, ey Onorr CuartxEs, Buntingford, Herts, Gent. Aug 2. Ellis& © ED! 
Wave, phe Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. Augi5. Hincks, Leicester 5 Eva 
WELBORNE, JosEPH WipDowson, Torquay, Esq. Aug3i. Blount & Co, Arundel Foe 
Wuseax, Susan Mary, Hammersmith. Sept1. Taylor, Essex i Fox 

London Gazette.~TUESDAY, July 19. : Gat 
ADOLPHUS, OTTO, "s College, London, Clerk in Holy Orders. Aug 15. Grover ¥ Gat 
Anaad humpureys Wirksworth, Derby, Eeq. Sept 1. Truall, Burton on E Hor 
ARNOLD, GzonGE, Bristol, Gent. Sept 16. Perham, Bristol x Tac 
ASHBY, SHELDON DUDLEY, Chislehurst, Kent. Aug 31. Ashby & Compton, | JAM 

Queen Victoris st Fs 
BasseIT, ALEXANDER, Cardiff, Civil Engineer. Sept 90. Stanton & Bassett, | JEN. 
Riwnen, Manices Sante, Chdines. Anigth, Unedh, Kovten Abbett ; Jom 
BIcKNELL, ANNA Sopuis, Regent’s pk. Aug 10. Lethbridge & Prior, Abingdon, st ; Ken 
Bupp, CAROLINE Many, West Kensington. Aug8. Woodhouse &Co,Newsq Em 
BURNET, Oussaan, Revel Navel School, ¢ Greenish. Retired Captain in Royal | Lgr, 
Cunnsion, Mary, St Bees, OQumberland. Aug 17. Webster, Whitehaven Mac 
DowDEswEtt. W1t114M, Bushley, Worcester,Esq. Aug 15. Moores & Romney, E Stas 
Forman, CAROLINE, St Peter's, Kent. Augi5. Hawks &Oo, Borough Highst a 
Forman, Rosset, St Peter’s, Kent. Aug 15. Hawks & Co, Borough High st e 
Hatt, Atice, Wigan, Lancaster. Aug 90. Wright & Appleton, Wigan Mrrc 
Hasaiton, FuepEnic DovaLas, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. Aug 10. Leth- Mou 

Masai, dons Tp a m st 5 ae aes EE Mori 

jurrey, . Aug 31. Ashby & Compton, —- 


secre “y bier, Srawant Cheetham, Manchester, Manager and Traveller. 
Aug 27. Lawson, Manchester b Norr 
ener —t = MicHakL JOHN, Halifax, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Aug 11. Rob- — 








& Suter, H. 4 Owe? 

HowAnrs, Hvou, Farnworth, Lancaster, Carter. Aug 15. Balshaw & Hodg- 3 | 
Ksowizs, WALTER GzonGE, Shepherd’s Bush. Sept 1. Crump & Son, Philpot yam 
LzrrLzr, CHARLES, Redland, Bristol, Jeweller. Aug 3. Brown, Bristol a ons 
Linewoop, RoperT MAULEIN, Cheltenham, Esq. Sept 12. Drew, Cheltenham E 
Moorz, Lyp1a MorrersHeaD, Buxton, Aug 11. Bennett & Oo, Buxton Z Rone 
MvumyrorpD, Louisa, Ipswich. Sept 29. Jackaman & Oo, Ipswich H Sn10 
Pergins, James Dyson, Great Malvern, Esq. Aug 31, Southall, Worcester > @ ; 
Rooens, James Arsop, Old Trafford, Lancaster, Merchant’s Cashier. Avg 13. ™ Smirs 
Savi, WILLIAM, Northampton, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Aug 10. Rosle, Seat 
Scorr, WILLIAM, Beeston hill, Leeds, Surgeon. Aug 90. Craven, Leeds 3 Tayi 
Sr B. Hewny_ Lovis, Bassein, Burmah, India, Bengal, Civil Servant, A’ pe. : 
“t, Hedger, Furntval’s inn os, Topp, 
SIBLE, Gzo os FREDERICK, Palmer's green, Middlesex. Aug 2%. Thompson# Ho 9 : 
Burnt, BiMUEL Eaton, Norwich, Gent. Aug #, Miller & Co, Norwich Vocx, 
Srrrva, Francis Joun, Homerton. Aug 31. Harding, Westminster chambers a Warn 
Weeron, Sanan, Lausanne, Switzerland. Aug 3%i. Sharpe & Co, New ct fe < 
Yares, Tuomas, Manchester, Aug 19. Heywood & Son, Manchester g Waa 
Wi 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette—FRipay, July 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BAILEY, mY, 4 EE Mazttn, Southampton, Builder. Southampton. Pet July 13. 
Dan Grd Te Hewry, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet July 11. 

a me wh South Brent, Devon, Carrier. East Stonehouse. 
Brack & MINTE, Birmingham, Merchants. Birmingham. Pet June 90. Ord 


Boom, Haver, Pembroke Dock, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet July 1i. Ord 


wuin’ Weasae, Lisle Driffield, Yorks, Gardener. Kingston upon Hull 
Wet July uu. Ord July 11 
pease. JouN THOMAS, Oldham, Accountant. Oldham, Pet July & Ord 


om" Jon: jun, Liverpool, Veterinary Surgeon. Liverpool, Pet July it 
Bates Gzonee, ae ae Fishmonger. Wolverhampton, Pet July 11. 
1 


1 
Baoors, 74 Ms a Tiddington, Oxford, Farrier. Aylesbury. Pet July 13. Ord 
CLEGG, _ A and CHARLES THOMAS Canes, Dewsbury, Yorks, Wool Dealers. 
Dewsbury. Pet July 12. Ord July 12 
CLUTTERBUCK, Enoch Wyatt. Wewport, Mon, Commercial Traveller. Trede- 
gar. Pet July 12. Ord July 12 
Quorn, Jom Joum, lene Eaton, Derby, Lace Manufacturer. Derby. Pet June 28. 
uly 1 
Guiszsy, ‘Jou. Burscough, nr Ormskirk, Farmer. Liverpool. Pet June 27. 
u 
RICHARD, Aldersgate st, Builder. High Court. Pet April 15. Ord 


Davis Boman Henry, Bristol, Accountant. Bristol. Pet July 11. Ord 
12 
Bors, Taoxas Wyatt, Newhaven, Sussex, Builder. Lewes and Eastbourne. 
12 


Evans, THomas, Swansea, Draper. Swansea. Pet July 11. Ord July 11 
pouanre, eae, Stoneycroft, Lancs, Builder. Liverpool. Pet July 11. Ord 


Fox, Ww vo | Moreton ter, Belgrave rd, Pimlico. High Court. Pet May 25. Ord 


a, Al Tredegar, Mon, Butcher. Tredegar. Pet July 12. Ord July 12 
ago em Bradford, Commission Agent. Bradford. Pet July 13. Ord 


mori t E.iza, Hanbury, Gloucester, Widow. Bristol. Pet July 11. Ord 

JAcoB, 1 Loe ADINEUS, Butleigh, Somerset, out of business, Wells. Pet 

ma 11. Ord July 11 

og bt of Te —igperepmerrrer gets eters wap 

e u 

caged JORE, ee rd, Surbiton, Watchmaker. Kingston, Surrey. Pet 
12 12 

Joussom, Francis, Leeds, Plumber. Leeds. Pet July 12. Ord July 12 


age ES Tomas, Gomersall, Yorks, Mechanic. Dewsbury. PetJuly1i. Ord 


Kina, Jou Ay Amersham, Buckingham, Draper. Aylesbury. Pet July 
1 

Lz, pe "Devonshire st, Gt Portland st, Surveyor. High Court. Pet 

July 11. Pet July 11 

Macus, Ropert Wii11aM, Cannon st rd, St George in the East, Licensed 
Victualler. High Court. Pet July 1% Ord July 12 

MANWARING, GEORGE FrepEricx, Chatham, Commercial Traveller. Rochester. 
Pet July 12. Ord July 12 

came Peg ~ e peate, Kirby Bellars, Leicester, Farmer. Leicester. Pet 

y r aly 1 
MiTcHELL, THoMas, Uldham, Lancs, Architect. Manchester. Pet July12. Ord 


Motz, foe, Coichester, Boot Maker. Oolchester. Pet July 18. Ord July 13 
eg - “ae Monmouth, Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet July 12, Ord 
om, iy jun, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Mason. Burnley. Pet July 18. Ord 
Nort, fiona, Nether Knutsford, Cheshire, Grocer. Manchester. Pet July 11. 
OWEN, Mavarox MY = yy LroyvD, Haverfordwest, Esq. Pembroke Dock. Pet 


July 12%. Ord July 
—_* ROBERT Gunes. ‘Macclesfield, Grocer. Macclesfield. Pet July 18. Ord 


“at, Bites; Preston, Sussex, Gardener. Brighton. Pet July 11. Ord July 11 
Puce, Jomrm, Monnery rd, Junction rd. no. occupation. Bigh Qourt. Pet 
yi 
mennaes, gouge, F Pembroke Dock, Fancy Dealer. Pembroke Dock. Pet July 
ogee —_ Bt Lislen’ ’s ra, Over ‘Hulton, near Bolton, Milliner. Bolton. Pet 
Ju Ord July 12 


ure, rae + phim Carlyle sq, Middlesex, Gent. High Court. Pet June, Ord 
uly 1 


THAM, 5 OSEPH, Wednesbury, Staffs, Gun Lock Manufacturer. Walsall. Pet 
July 12, Ord July 12 


Patton, J quae Wneoe, Leeds, Earthenware Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet July 
Topp, tt 7, b Ronda, Westmoreland, Furniture Remover. Kendal. Pet June 
Tommy, Henry, Wem, Salop, Builder. Shrewsbury. Pet July 8. Ord July 8 
Voc, Joszra CHARLES, Bristol, Baker. Bristol. Pet July 1%, Ord July 19 


WEINGOLD, SamuEL Hyam, and jar, Mavaton, Manchester, Jewellers. Man- 
cuenta Pet July 12. Ord July 12 


7 ARTEUa, jun, Paul, Cornwall, Fisherman. Truro, Pet July 13. Ord 
Waal, Faance Epwanp, Salisbury, Grocer. Salisbury. Pet July 11. Ord 





Wins }nt Paavons King paptce-noen-Hal, Fruit Dealer. Kingston-upon-Hull, 

Pe 

Wi11s, Gzoran, B-day cree, Askew rd, Shepherd's Bush, High Court, Pet 
March 15. Ord July 7 

caer Tuomas, Bradford, Yorks, Dyer. Bradford. Pet July 13. Ord 





—--— 


Wricxr, eee ‘Yarmouth, Bricklayer. Great Yarmouth. 


Pet July 12. Ord 
appa ieae Sp Gab peblihel & he 
, Pet 
renga eg ne 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
cua Ete enandisactniannae July 22 at 11. 18, Fraukfort street, 
Bates, Wolverhampton, Fishmonger. July 26 at 11.30. Off Ree, St 
BEILEa Siwy Liouinoton Paces, Warwickshire, Gilder. July 2 st 11. Of 


Buriixowani, JOHN, Bavoy Traveller. July 22 at 12. 83, Carey 
acer Delon oh Oldham, Accountant. Ju'y %at 8, Off Reo, Priory 
Div, 


Painter. July 22 at 12. 18, Frankfort st, 
Wi 
a and Fe en ee Dudley, Worcestershire, 
PE... & = July 2 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, Porta- 
¥ Derbyshire, Lace Manufacturer. July 23 at 3. 
coon, Sou, hong date, Derbra 
SrepHen, West Kirby, Cheshire, Slater. July 26 at 12. Off Reo, 35, 


Cemmnay, Seem nr Ormskirk, Farmer. July 2% at 3. Off Ree, 35, 
Davis, EowARD ; Accountant, July 23 at 12. Off Rec, Bank 
AUFnaD, Rbenener bldgs, Rotherfeld st, Frultorer. July 22 at 12. 83, 
ae Eoncas, Swansea, Draper. July % at 11. Off Rec, 6, Rutland st, 
rea. TY, MIcHARL, Stoneyeroft, Lancs, Builder. July 2 at 2. Off Reo, 3%, 
Ganpvan, Rovent Gt beddow, Essox, Poultry Dealer. July 25 at 10.15. Shire- 
om Wich hasten Frine Menthent. July % at 11.30. Off Rec, Og- 
Hanne Hevea, Derantvon, out of business, July $2 st 2.90. Of Reo, Orypt 
simssgr, Yous (op estate), Cullingworth, Woolsorter. July 22 at 11.90. Off 
Hroaine HOWARD, Tipton, Staffs; Painter. July 26at10, Off Reo, Dudley 
Horxiys, Bima, Haubery, Glouces, Widow. July 27 at 3.20. Off Rec, Bank 
SJacxsox, Jou, Nottingham, Architect. July 22 at 11. Off Rec, 1, High pave- 
Jaconsnon! Toxteth pk, Mercantile Manager. July 26 at 1. 
PS NG July 22 at3. Of 


KErsBAW, THOMAS, Huon Soret orks, Mechanto. July 22 at3. Off Reo, Bank 


verge a Aqeountant. July 2 at 11.45. H R Moore, High 


Luvrort, Janez JaMEs, address unknown, Bootmaker. July 22 at ii. 33, Carey 
‘Lincoln’s inn 


st, 
MAcEREIL, a CERES A Se ee eens nee 
en hae gh eas oe Architect. July 2% at 11. Off Rec, Ogden’s 
Maw WILLIAM, a 
“chbrs, Bridge st. Manchester 


st. 

Henk Grantham, Lincolnshire, Seed Merchant. July 22 at 12. 
mE ee opty ey 

MEADOWS, ANDREW M11zs. Kirby Bellars, Leicestershire, Farmer. July 25 at 12.30 
Noster, Twoaas, Hanley, Staffordshire. July 23 at 10. Off Rec, Newcastle 


Nort, Rosser, Nether Grocer. July 25 at 1%. Off Reo, 


Eausatesd. Chashive, 
Omen Vann Locke, Tale July 25 at 11. Off Reo, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Panny, Rowse Soenm. Grocer. July 25 at 12. Off Reo, 23, King 
Perens, Davis,” Preston, Gussex, Gardener. July % at 12. Off Rec, Pavilion 
Sine Slvendal, Stal, Boerhoute Keeper. July 2% at 10. Off Reo, 
Smiow, Ann, Over Hulton, nr Bolton, Milliner. July 26 at 11.30. 16, Wood st, 
UTHWELL, and Tomas Todmorden, Lancs, Farmers. 
July 22 at 3.80. Siecle fekmerden” 
Sunny, Same 6 ig Se Bradford, Grocer. July 22 at 11.15. Off Reo, 31, 
Grocers. Ju'y 22 at 11. Of 
Sram, Jes, and JouN Matos, Bradford ‘y Reo, 
Towsmexp, Gaones Hasuy, Coemert Carmarthen, Woollen Manufacturer. July 22 at 11. 
Off Reo, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 
Voom, Jeane Onantae, Retstel, Dalvie, July 28 at 12.30. Off Reo, Bank chbra, 
Wr1aMs, Francis EpwakD, Salisbury, Grocer. July%at3. Off Reo, Salisbary 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Bea, Naren esc ‘Wolverhampton. Pet July 11. 
Driffield, Yorks, Gardener. Kingston upon Hall, 


ar EnEr re Oldbury. Pet July 
. end | Dewsbary, Yorks, Wool 
com 7 Lace Manufacturer, 
Commercial Traveller. Tredegar. 
Pet 12. Ord 


Sere Nace High Court. Pet July ?. 
Burscough, nr Ormskirk, Farmer, Liverpool. Pet June 2. 


oun J Clerk. Liverpool. PetJune& Ord July 12 
eh dean kk Bradford. Pet July 8. Ord 
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Gres, Wm114M, Manchester, Wine Merchant. Manchester, Pet June 20, Ord 
Gray, THOMAS Spat, Great Yarmouth, Corn Merchant. Great Yarmouth. 


Pet July 4. 11 
HaMER, eer, Carnarvon, out of business. Bangor. Pet June 22. Ord July 12 


Hemonneos. Wir11aM Isaac, Bicester, Licensed Victualler. Oxford. Pet June 
9 


29. Ord Jul 
Hiaeorss, Howan, Tipton, Painter. Dudley. Pet July 5. Ord July 11 
ogee oy Charles st, St James, Gent. High Court. Pet April 6. Ord 


we aMIn, Lianwrda, Carmarthenshire, Innkeeper. Carmarthen. Pet 
uly “Ord J 2 
Jounal 2 cis, Leads, Plumber. Leeds. Pet July 12, Ord July 12 
omas CUTLER, James OT1s Dz WOLFE, and Harorp a JONES, 
. = , Shipowners. "eg 2 Pet Jans 18. Ord July 
Gomersal, Yorks, Mechanic. Dewsbury. Pot July 11. Ord 


arene 
rat Rae st rd, St lama mac Licensed Vic- 
epee High Cou ak Cet Taly 12. Ord yoy ‘ net aie 
ann, WitL1AM Epwarp, Grorce ST0GD. Henry Lister, Ade 
2:3 South talin taethentn High Court. PetJunes. OrdJulyi8 
Masx, Hzwnry ALpiston, Grantham,Seed Merchant. Nottingham. Pet July 6. 


Ord July 11 


MANWARING. (anon RGE FREDERICK, Chatham, Commercial Traveller. Rochester. 
Pet July 12. Urd July 12 

MrrcHEtx, THOMAS, Oldham, Architect. Manchester. Pet July 12, Ord July 12 

Nosizer. Tuomas, Hanley. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall, Pet June 20. Ord 


Nort, Roun, Nether Knutsford, Cheshtre, Grocer. Manchester. Pet July 11. 
Ord J 


a toe Aer, Mantas Tydfil, China Dealer. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet June 


«4. Ord July 

Pratt, SAMUEL, ~ Aa Stafford, Desthouse Keeper. Hanley, Burslem, and 
Tunstall. Pet July 9. Ord July 13 

REpMAyN, Susans, Deal, out of business. Canterbury. Pet June 8 Ord 


Ad Epwix, and Harry Peters, West Bromwich, Egg Merchants. 
Oldbury. Pet Fuly 4. Ord July 12 
f@corr, Axxre C, Wakehurst rd, Northcote rd, Wandsworth. Wandsworth. 
Pet May 26. Ord July 11 
Scorr, A G, Copthall chbrs, Stockbroker. High Court. Pet June 8 Ord 
13 


July 

SHEwwaN, ALEXANDER, Taunton, Draper. Taunton. Pet Juneii. Ord July 12 

SmpLtow, ANN, Over Hulton, nr Bolton, Milliner. Bolton. Pet July 12. Ord 
12 : 


8 Wim Cook, ae. nr Accrington, Engraver. Biackburn. Pet 
wale Ord July 
Sascte~ bol Stafford, Gun Lock Manufacturer. Walsall. 


J 12. Ord Jul 
oxeae. say Marlee A Landor rd, Stockwell. High Court. Pet May 4. 


uly 13 
Santen douee > Wutson, Leeds, Earthenware Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet July 


d July 12 
Tastee al AMES, Silloth, Cumberland, Hotel Keeper. Carlisle. Pet July 9, 
13 
Seeumen oe RGE HexeEy, Carmarthen, Woollen Manufacturer. Carmarthen. 
Pet Jaly 8. Ord July 12 
WALTON, SaKvEL, Manchester, Spinner. Manchester. Pet Aug 7, 1886. Ord 
eee. A a Seaurn, Manchester, Galvanizer. Manchester. Pet June 13. Ord 
Wasa, 4 ADTEUs, jun, Paul, Cornwall, Fisherman. Truro, Pet July 13. Ord 


Ag upon Hull, Fruit Dealer. Kingston upon Hull. 


= ate il. Ord July 11 
weeny i and a ar pha ig amg Tonypandy, Glamorgan, Grocers. 
ww" ihentwyeid. Pet June 2%. Ord Jun 
Whrrrersoy, Cuantes Sir, Bristol, etasagur. Bristol. Pet June 17. Ord 
1 
waicer, Wri Watpox, Gt Yarmouth, Bricklayer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 
July 12. Ord July 12 


The following Amended Notice is substituted for that published in the 
London of June 17, 


Cuanwpize, Hexzy Epwarp Hypz, Blandford st, Portman sq, Licensed 

Victualler. High Court. Pet June 13. Ord June 16 

owing amended notice is mee 5 M4 that published in the 
= Ey London Gazette of J 
, ABRAHAM Ri pane, Huddersfield, Giintdede. Huddersfield, Pet 
June 2%. Ord June X 
London Gaactte—TUESDAY, July 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ABBOTE, Wr114x Josern, Pilton, Devon, Paper Maker. Barnstaple. Pet July 


Amest, ten “Willington, Durham, Draper. Durham. Pet July2. Ord 
aru, Saums, Birkenhead, Licensed Victualler. Birkenhead. Pet July 14, 
pete, Warczax, Maiden lane, Strand, Printer. High Court. Pet July 15, 

oy pas ~ p pomerenth, Warwickshire, Ironmonger. Birmiagham. 


Pet July 15. ord July 15 
Berstzy,Joux, Lcading, . Reading. Pet July 13. Ord July 13 
Bussox, AtrzzD, King’s Head ct, Shoe lane, Publican, High Court, Ord July 2 


—.e Mvyssitez, Bath, Corn Merchant. Bath. Pet July 16, 

6 

Broou, Grozcr, Wilmer ¢ Hoxton st, Hoxton, Timber Merchant. High 
Court. Pet July 12. Och daly 13 

Deamars, Jeux. West Melton, ur Rotherham, Provision Merchant. Sheffield. 
res maby 14. Ord July 14 wae 

Canute, RicnxD, eddie seem Gionces, Commission Agent, bury, 
Pet duly 1. Ord 

Cnn ay Ord days nr Manchester, Watchmaker. Nottingham, 

sage: eon ism, Campeall, Yorks, Builder, Sheffield. Pet July 14. Ord 


wanes North Shields, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne, Pet July 16, 





Evans, JoHN, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Swansea, Pet July 14. Op 
July 14 

FEATHERSTONE, Mores, 
upon Hull. Pet 9 Oe 

Forp, CHARLES, 
July 5. 5. Ord July 16 


FREEMAN, WILLIAM CHARLES, 
Pet Bed 14. Ord July 14 


TLL1AM STEPHEN, W. 
ay 15. 5. Ord July “i 
Grit, GEoRGE FREDERI 
Court. Pet July 14. “oO 


. Ord July 15 


HARKER, coun James, Liverpool, Importer. Liverpool. Pet May 27. Ord 
Hamee, W. J., Waterloo rd, Milk Can Maker. High Court. Pet June 28, Org a 


J 
Ha swan, Wr, Christchurch, Hants, Watchmaker. Poole. Pet July 1¢ 
Hitox, Evan % 


Sivisun, eens Sheffield, Painter. Sheffield. Pet July 15. Ord July 15 


Hoesen, Taomas, Hawkin ue Selleatane, Veterinary Surgeon. Canterbury, 
Pet July 16. Ord Ju ° 


Fs are WILLIAM, Birmingham, Hatter. Birmingham. Pet Jaly 14, © 


Ord July 14 


Hoy, tor» aie Forest Gate, Nurseryman. High Court. Pet July ~ 
A Wakefield, Grease Manufacturer. Wake. 


Ons tae 
Ives, GEORGE, N oerongh 
eld. Pet Jul “0% Ora uly 1 a cidade 
emist. u 0 an odalming, 
Pet July 14. Ord J: as : 


LAUNDON, JoHN Eapy, Hisbworth Beauchamp, Leicestershire, Butcher. Leicester, 
Pet J uly 16. Ord July 16 
Lyon, OHARLEs E, res’ 


Lyons, SAMUEL, Crewe, Fitter. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet July 14. Ord July 1§ 


Mourynatz, a, ee: Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Bolton. Pet 
. Or 
NELSON, WILLAM, Kirkdale, Liverpool, Engineer’s Assistant.], Liverpool. Pet 
July 16. Ord July 16 
Parsons, WILLIAM, poskinghom st, Strand, Ironmonger. High Court. Pet 
July 16. Ord July 
Wri DAN. oom 
marthen, Pet July 15. et uly tt 15 
Prippis, Matripa, and Fran Pt Ponsa, Winchester, Bootmakers. Win- 
enter. Pet July t 6 bee Sule 38 
tall, Lancashire, Smallware Dealer. Blackburn. Pet 


uly 16. On se) duly 1 tee Gg 
Roycg, Essex, Miller. Colchester. Pet July 14. Ord July 14 


amv, Gam, pn ah m Norris, Lancashire, Coal Merchant. Stockport. Peb 
y Ord 
Spey, JaMEs, Ashford, Becton: Canterbury. Pet July 13, Ord July 18 


Taunton, WILLIAM, Bristol, Plumber. Bristol. Pet July 15. Ord July 15 


Tarton,, HegBeERt, Mark lane, Merchant. High Court. Pet July 14. Ord © 


July 14 
TosEipercy, ALFRED, Rhyl, Flintshire, Builder. Bangor. Pet July 5. Ord 


, : 
TREMELLEN, Ppa Liskeard, Cornwall;Grocer. East Stonehouse. Pet J uy = 


14. 


WARWICK, = Cx Botwenth, Warwickshire, Innkeeper. Coventry. Pet July : 


14, Ord July 14 


Wanpery Tuomas, Heanor, Derbyshire, Builder. Derby. Pet July 15. Ord | 
AMBLER, Frederick st, Gray’s inn rd, a Olerk. High Court, © 


WiLpine, Henry 
Pet June9. Ord July 14 
were t James, Cheddar, Somersetshire, Cropper. Wells. Pet July 16. Ord 


The following pene Notice is substituted ~ that published in the 
London Gazette of July 
Lamy, JOSEPH, Seepenhil., Derbyshire, Drug a9 Burton on Trent. Pet 
June 29, 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Santon, Joust, Belsize rd, Hampstead, Gent. July 27 at 2.30. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s 


st, 
Bastow, THomas WILLIAM, South Brent, Devon, Carrier. July 27 at il. 18, 
Frankfort st, Plymout th 


BAILEY, ARTHUR MaztiN, Southampton, Builder. July 26 at 2. Off Reo, East © 
uthampton 2 


Buon, Huxny, Pembroke Dock, Grocer. July 28 at 11. Off Reo, 11, Quay sh . 
Veterinary Surgeon. July 27 at 2. Off Reo, 3, ~ 


medion Some pe am Liv 
Victoria st, Liverpoo 
BuEN Recmanp, Liverpool, Shipbroker. July 29at2. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
verpool 


Casu™ 
County Court, Olabury 


tualler. July 27 at 12, peedeages Fade 
Crz6G, HagrieT, and OHARLES 

Dealers. July 26 at 3. Of Res Bank cheaters, 
Comemonn, Davip Smet one 

founders. July 2 at 1. Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Li 


CoLLixs, James Cxvaa, Tamworth, orth, Warwickabire, out of losiecendints July q 


atil. 2, Colmore re aoe 
Cox, WL H, St Martin’ 
P 6 ee elds 


Onipox, Jonn Ricuanp, Torquay, Hotel Proprietor. July 28 at 11. Castle of 3 
Tees, Commission Agent. Aug 2 at 11. Off Reo,& — 


Exeter, Exeter 


£x.11077, EB B, Loughborough pk. July 2 at 11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 


ELLIsom , WiLId4M, North Shields, Grocer, July 90 at 11. Off Reo, Pink land, — 
ew on 3 
Evans, Jou, Swanees, Licensed Victualler. July 97 at 11. Off Rec, 6, Rutland 

st, Swansea og 





ve | $7 Spalding Moor, Yorks, Farmer. Kingston | 
Boner. ur Nailsworth, Gloucester, Farmer. Gloucester, Pet< 


Leadenhall st, General Merchant. High Court, 
Worthing; Sussex, Ooachbuilder. Brighton, Pep 
9 th st, Limehouse, Timber Merchant, High : 
Gwrax, Wirt1am, Crispin st, Spitalfields, Coal Dealer, High Court. Pet July | 


AN CAMERON, Billiter st, Engineer. High Court, Pet Jane 27. Ord | 


idence unknown, High Court. Pet June 23. Ord July 15 ~ 


m, Cardiganshire, Corn Merchant. Cars 7% 


reYTEET 


at 


West Bromwich, Licensed Victualler. Aug 8 at 10.45. 3 
CHANDLER, HENRY Ore Hypz, Blandford ol i Portman sq, Licensed Vic- q 
Cisse, “Dewsbury, Yorks, Wook a 

Batley : 


ERS 


Z 


Witt Rosson Cryenonx, Liverpool, Iron- 


Grand, Clerk. July $7 at 11. Bankruptcy bidgs, © 


“iyit 


f 


Te 


Fe 





Pet 


High 
July 
Ord 


ly 16 
Ord 


jury, 
y 4, 
July 
ake- 
ning, 
ster. 
ly 15 
ly 14 

Pet 

Pet 

Pet 
Car- 


Vin- 


p14 
Pet 


Ord 
Ord 
July 
July 

Ord 

ourt, 


Ord 


Lin- 
East 


ny 6b, 
C, 85, 
a st, 
0.45. 
Vic- 
Wool 
[ron- 
ly 7 
ldgs, 
le of 
ec, &, 


lane, 
and 
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Puancymn, Jon, Yardley, Worces, Jeweller, July 29 at 11. 25, Colmore row; 


: iaioe, Ty reeraae Brite wd, Commission Agent. July 27 at 12. Off Reo, 31, 


Manor row, B 
Qs0087, JOuN. fer JOHN, com and JOHN Sansone, jap, Birmingham, Manu facturers of 
dings. Aug 8 at 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Gurcory. Jom, nh re Estate), Mahidol Manufacturer of Horticultural 
Buildings. Aug3atii. 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Gaxcony, "yoke sen (Sep Estate), Birmi gama, | Manufacturer of Horticultural 
Buildings. Aug3atil. 25, Uniescest row. B 
Hampron, JawzEs, Bush Hill pk, Enfield, Builder, July 26 at 11. 16, Room, 30 
and 31, 8t Swithin’s lane 
HagrPer, JAMES, a, on es Commercial Traveller. July 28 at li. 25, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 
PrLrIARD, ux Benyamin, Wallingford, Berks, Coal Merchant. July 27 at 
1130. Off Rec, 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 
JAcoB, ERNEST AUGUSTUS, Dutieien. Somerset, out of business. July 28 at 1, 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, tol 
LicuHTrooT, WILLIAM, oned owes on Tees, Implement Dealer. Aug 2 at 12.15, 
Station Hotel, York 
Lusi, JOHN STEPHEN BuiWwarRK, Pontypridd, Glamo: orgen, Cotten, July 28 at 
11. Bankruptcy bdgs, Portugal st, coln’s inn fi 
MANWARING, GEORGE FREDERICK, Chatham, Commercial Traveller. July 26 at 
11.30. Off Rec, High st, Rochester 
pment, Tuomas, Oldham, Architect. July 26 at 11.30. Off Rec, Ogden chbrs, 
Bridge st, Manchester 
Monnis, Teomsg, Boum: yuth, Grocer. July 27 at 12. Off Rec, 12, Tredegar pl, 
Newport, 
Mosss, com, jun, Hebien Bridge, Yorks, Mason. July 27 at1. White Horse 
Hotel, Hebden Bridge 
MureHeaD, Ropert DaLRYMrte STEWART, Onslow sq, South Kensington. July 
28 at12. 83, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
PoRTER, ALFRED, Streatham hill, Nurserymen. July 26at3. 109, Victoria st, 
Westminster 
RELLY, HueGH Josepn, Stockton on Tees, Grocer. Aug 2 11.15. Off. Rec, 8, 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Ro BERTS. JosEPH, Pembroke Dock, Fancy Dealer. July 28 at 3. Off Ree, 11, 
Quay st, Carmarthen 
Rooke, GEORGE WaLTER, Wombwell, Yorks, Butcher. Juty 29 at 10, Off Reo, 
8, Eastgate, Barnsley 
Boort. ANNIE U., Wakehurst rd, Northcote rd, Wandsworth. July 26 at 12. 10% 
Victoria st, Westminster 
que hnford Ashford, Ke.t, Plasterer. July 26 at 3. Off Ree, 11, Bank st, 
ehfor 
fransurY, E. H., High st, Old Brompton, Grocer. July 28 at 11. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
STEATHAM, JOSEPH, Wednesbury, &taffs, Gun Lock Manufacturer. July 27 at 11, 
Off Ree, Bridge at, Waleall 
SuTER. W1LL1am Henry, Liverpool, out of business, July 29 at 8. Off Reo, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
pets, eee, , Wem, Salop, Builder. July 29 at12. Law Society, Talbot chbrs, 
Shrewsbury 
TOWNSHEND, BENJAMIN, and THomas Oropton, High Holborn, Grocers. July 28 
at12. Bankruptcy blédgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn 
TREMELLEN, CAROLINE, Liskeard, Cornwall, Grocer. July 99 at 11. 18, Frank- 
fort st, Ply mouth 
WALTON, SAMUEL, Manchester, Spinner. July 26 at 11. Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, 
Bridge st, Manchester 
WARWICK, SAMUEL, Bedworth, Warwickshire, Innkeeper. July 2 at11. Off Reo, 
17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Witxrns,;Any, Liverpool, Boot Manufacturer. July 27 at 8. Off Rec, Victoria 
st, Liverpeol 
Woregnscns, Faiyacas, Bradford, Dyer. July 27 at 11. Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
radfor = 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bartey, Freancis Epwix, Tamworth, Warwickshire, Ironmonger, Birmingham. 
Pet July 16. Ord Jui ly 15 

Bastow, THomas Writ11amM, South Brent, Devon, Carrier, East Stonehouse. 
Pet July 138. Ord July 15 

BEESLEY, Joun, Reading, Upholsterer. Reading. PetJuly 18. Ord July 13 


BEILey, James, Leamington Priors, Gilder. Warwick. PetJuly 7. OrdJuly 15 
poet, Haast, Pembroke Dock, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet July 11. Ord 
uly 16 


y 
BoswE.tL, Benysamin Rawttiys, Knighton, Leicestershire, Builder. Leicester. 
Pet June 30, Ord July 16 
BRIERLEY, Joun Tuomas, Oldham, Accountant. Oldham. Pet July 8. Ord 
uly 14 
Burnett, Joun, West Melton, near Rotherham, Provision Merchant. Sheffield. 
Pet July 14. Ord July 14 
Bury, SYDNEY Jone. | Union ct, Old Broad st, Auctioneer. High Court. Pet 
ay 28. 
CARELESS, RICHARD. | + Ouipping OT Gloucestershire, Commission Agent. 
Banbury. Pet July 15. OrdJdu 
Core, Joun, Rhuddall Heath, nr Tarporley, Cheshire, Joiner. Nantwich and 
Crewe, PetJunet, OrdJuly 5 
Evrae, Wuu11am, Campsall, Yorks, Builder. Sheffield. Pet July 14, Ord 


uly 

Cox, Epwarp Burton, Enwarp Josuva Cox, and Estnrezer Cox, Marlborough 
rd, Drapers. High Court. Pet May 8, Ord July 15 

Beamon, Wits LLIAM, North Shields, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet July 16. 

rc 

Evans, JOHN wanint: Licensed Victualler. Swansea. Pet July 14. Ord July 15. 

Evans, Tuomas, Swansea, Draper. Swansea. Pet July 11. Ord July 15 

Epis, Wrigeae ¢ CHARLES, Leadenhall st, Merchant. High Court. Pet July 
14 rd July 1 

FULLER, am, OW SaEAM Sreruzn, Worthing, Coachbuilder. Brighton, Pet July 15, 

Ord July 14 

GaLz, GeorGE, Tredegar, Mon, Butcher. Tredegar, Pet July 12, Ord July 15 

Guent, Witt1aM Hewett, Sackville st, jets, Lodging house Keeper. 
High Court, Pet May 10, Ord July 15 

Hit11arp, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Wallingford, Berks, Coal Merohant. Oxford. 
PetJuly 9 Ord July 

Honson, Horace, Sheffield, Painter. Sheffield. Pet July 15, Ord July 15 

Hoanen, THomas, Bawyiane, = Folkestone, Veterinary Surgeon, Oanterbury. 
Pet July 16, Ord July 

Ivzs, Gzoncs, New Boarharongh, ms nr Wakefield, Grease Manufacturer. Wake+ 
field. Pet July 14, Ord 


Jacon, Exnest AvGvustvs, Buticiyh, Somereetehire, out of business. Wells, 
Pet July 11, Ord duly 16 





ra eamne oma eee a Laverpadt. 


on Pet uly 18." Ord Gzonon, High sh, Godalming, Chemist Guildford and Godalming. | 


sory Uvex W ataheth, Cabareeny Parmet: Bangor. Pet June 9. 
LIGHTFOOT on Tees, Dealer. Stockton on Tees 
Tod Biddlasbocoauh Pet Pet July 1. “4 


Sen, Bee ewe, anaes, Saree Nantwich and Crewe. Pet July 14. 
Mee TE, Seem Cha , Lanes, Licensed Victualler. Bolton. Pot July 16. 
Menage, Fas, Monnens Saee Br vata ey Pet July ti. Ord 
Mommy, Rom Rompe , Onslow sq, South Kensington. 
ome . Macclesfield. Pet July ts. Ord 
mame, ven Jose, Gane nn Da ee Stockton on Tees and Mid- 
oe . High Court. Pet May 19. 


5 
raw, SaxUEt, Heaton Norris, Lanes, Coal Merchant. Stockport. Pet July 
Srey, Jaxes, Anko, Kent, Pastore. Canterbury. Pet July 13. Ord July 18 


VAN DEN Bore, 


Pet July 9. "Ora ya oo ro nn ae on a 


Witson, ANN FRANCES, REY Leicestershire, Draper. Leiceuter. Pet 
wyehe th. Ord July 12 
_ ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
LAWLEss, Henry Josepx, B nr Manchester, Brewer's Traveller. Man- 
chester. Adjud Oct 2. ‘annul July 14 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


_ & Sox, at the ut 7 
liold Balding Land ‘ne See aE mane pm, 
Mart, Freehold Properties, 


uid Grvcahcene toon ate 


Jee @.-thene tae eric euvma Bow, hu Mart Pra Dui ie 
(see advertisement, July 23, p. 4) 

July 27.—Messrs. Ep Enwix For & Bousrrsto, at the Mart. at2 p.m., Leasehold 
and Sreeae Feapeicn Gos see advertisement, ag de® 8 

Jay oem, © penee Pam, Pew s at the Mart, Residential 
Estate (see advertisement, July 2, p. 4). 

July 2-Mr. 27.—Mr. Jouy Davies, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Property (see 
vertisement, July 23, p. 4). 

July 28.—Messrs. Perkins & C.msar, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and Lease- 
hold Properties (see advertisement, July 23, p. 4). 

Pay eee Boge OR oe ene ee ee eee 

see advertisement, July 23, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS. 3 
OpGErs.—July 19, at Pusihate aries, Hampstead, the wife of W. Biske 


of a son. 
° Oe ot an U4, at Adelaide-road, N.W., the wife of Johu Ogie, barrister-at- 
Martian a 


at Pitt-street, Soe eT the wife of 
LA 
sravery Ju -J eu of F. Vere Starkey, 


cay feet a 
Mortlock, Rector of 


Dosti Die at Whitehall-place, tg tM James Edward Davis, barrister-at- 
Minpieron—Jaly 16, at Far Headingley, Leeds, John William Middleton 


solicitor, aged 





The Subscription to the Sotrorrors’ Jounwan te—Town, 26s. 6d, ; 
Country, 288, 6d. ; with the Waexty Reronran, 53s, Payment in ad- 
vance includes Double Numbere and Postage. Subscribers oan have 
their Volumes bound at the office—cloth, 20. 6d., half law cal/, Ss. 64. 


Where difficulty ts in procuring the Journal with 


experienced regularity, 
in the Oountry, i te requested that application be made direct to the 
Publisher. 

















TS 
CONTENTS. 
routs ov Mipacinaelt "To. Sep PRIS voy dn 


vise eegee cee OM SOs SOORSe Veeeeeesene 

‘or THR SSR RES ceenewe thee 

Orricn OF THE SUPREME se SNe eRe wanes 

ORT .nccee «ones seoses cetee sees eRe ce eeeteee 


see Cee eee 
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SCH WEITZER’S COCOATINA. 


Anti- ic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘“‘the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Oral and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

commended by the entire Medical Press. 
being 3 t lg ag! spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
ja age strength cf cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and iy REALITY cnzAPER than such 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, a pevapoantel 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a ey ne! 

Cossemms ot 4 La Vantixe is the most delicate, digestible, 

Chocolate, and may be taken when 


cheapest Man 
richer chocolate i is prohibited, 
fn tins at Is. 6d., 38., 5s. » &., by Chemists and 


} 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
H. Somwzrrzzrz & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ee MAKERS, 


APPOINTMENT, 
Her M: Chancellor, the Whole of 
ed + widen 6 h, Corporation of London, é&c. 
ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, sone aie, 
- and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 





AW LECIURES.—The Lavespool Board 

of eo Studies are p to receive applica- 
tions deliver at Liverpool 
during Seneion 1887-8 a course of 10 on 
J . Fee, £75 (inclusive of travelling ex- 
sy yy ee OF THE BOARD, 





DUCATION.—To Solicitors and other 
Professional Men and Gentlemen of Limited In- 
come.—A few boys, sons of the above, are admitted 
into a well-known School of high tone on greatly 
reduced fees.— For full particulars address, in strict 
confidence, “Mv.” care of Messrs. Relfe Bros, 6, 
Charterhouse- buildings, Aldersgate, City, E.C. 





I’ Le want Money without Fees—amounts 
10 to PE Nh aml ag F applying elsewhere see Mr. 
CLIBURN, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 





TMPEDREENTS of SPEECH.—The Rev. 
ay me RR Prince’ receives Fosident Rng 
tion daily, at 11 o’clock a ey: See 


Ns enage ALBERT ORPHAN ASYLUM. 
MORTGAGE CALLED IN. 
secured on the 


Afyium and sboe for £i¢,000, -_ ) 
— 200 acres ‘reehold Land at 
necessarily called in for purpose of 


afresh loan the aanesie 
are very deahous to reduce the rate of 
now seek to learn whether an 
the amount at the rate of 





committee 
terest, and 
lender would advance 
and a Half fallin per 
jing on 


wi EC 
ARD WITHERBY, it 


ACHTING ORUISE to the BALTIO and 
fe See FINLAND.—On com Words, as 
to the Norwe 


rey a advertises ome oo gaa ae CEYLON.” 





a THIRTY D 
S SCANDINAVIAN CAPITALS, and 
Ansa ygpeny be Moscow, and the 
rod, on the Volga. For full 
owe Yacht * Ceylon” 


> 
ADT. f 


ar aw 

CRUIS: 
CRON! 
Great Fair at NijnLNow 


dress the 
Office, 7, Pall Mall, London. 


ATANTIC 1 ISLANDS. _ On “October let 
pote the “CEYLON ” on 


HE MORTGAGE INSURANCE OOR- 
PORATION, LIMITED. 


AMOUNT OF CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED, £710,000 


Offices of the Corporation 
Winchester House, Old road-street, E.O. 


Rt. Hon. E. PLEYDELL BovUvERrIg, Chairman. 
Sir Sypney H. WarTeR1ow, Bart., Deputy-Chairman. 


Policies are now being issued this Corporation 
insuring Mo of Freehold and Lessehold 
Property. holders of Mortgage Debentures and 
— Stock, against loss of principai and in- 


~ Policies will be of especial piveuine Ss to 
Trustees who may be held custte for 
consequent upon their Investmen 

Mortgagors ins g with the | ration will 
also be enabled to obtain Advances at the lowest 
possible rate of interes 

The Corporation -— grants Policies to Lease- 
holders insuring the return of the Amount invested 
at the expiration of their leases or at any fixed 


eriods. 
For particulars and conditions of Insurance apply 
to the Secretary. orien 
JAS. C. PRINSEP, Secretary. 





SIX per CENT. GUARANTEED MORTGAGE 
BONDS. 


UMBARD INVESTMENT COMPANY. 
—Capital paid up, 1,000,000 dols.; Liability of 
Sheechaldess. 1,000,000 dols. ; Surplus ‘and Reserve 
250,000 dols. ; ‘Total, 2,250,000 dols. (£450,000). 


Head Office—Boston Mass., aoe. B. Lombard, jun., 


Presiden 

Western Office—Kansas City, 6 . Mr. J. L. Lom- 

bard, Vice-President and Manager. 

Sole Agent for Great Britain and Ireland—Mr. H 
Ramsden (Ramsden & Austin, Solicitors), 
Leadenhall-street, London, E.C 
The Company is ared to Bietve money for in- 

vestment in First Healstered Mortgages of Freeholds 

in the States of the United States of America, for five 
yess, indies 6 oyows. “eo pore by somnans 
-yearly ndon, interest 
guaranteed by t a on full information 
AS Ste these tnvestenenie apply to the London Office. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
Established 1836. 
Lompor: 1, > = Asunpzrr: 1, 


Uni 
INCOME 3 "FUNDS. (1886) -= 
Premiums ... oe eo» £582,000 
Life Premiums ... ove vo 198,000 


Interest... ov 
Accumulated Funds 


150, 





Fire 


eee one eee 


133,000 
oe £3,297,000 





BDITERBAN EAN. —On February 25th, 
a Grand CRUISE of SEVENTY-FIVE 
DAYS ~ Faer m the Steam Yacht * CEYLON ” 


to various places on MEDITEKR 
Constantinople, the Holy Land, and E 
should be made.— 


on 
grammes of the two will sp Ban Ren Ee - 
“ Ceylon” Office, 7, Pall Mall, London, 8.W. 





ORWAY.—First-class Passenger Steamer 
Senile ete en a Nawounts to BERGEN every 

from Bergen every Saturday 

aa £5 tern (Grailable any 

season), including all meals and 

sewers fees.—Borrizs, Craig, & Co., Newcastle- 





am TOURS IN SCOTLAND 
W and the HIGHLANDS (Royal 


LAW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPANY. 
ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 
The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom 
which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance 
oo Chie? Office— 
216, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital po argue to 
upwards of £1,900,000 sterlin 
Chairman—J aAMEs CUDDON, Eos, 
Temple, Barrister-a' 


of if Middle 
Ww. 


Dewy ty-Chairman—Cu. pce ncn Esq. gg 
Pembertons), Solicitor, 4 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fiel 

The Directors invite attention to the New Form of 
Life Policy, which is free from all conditions. 

Policies of Insurance granted agzinet the contin- 
gency of Issue at snodemtesn rates of Premium. 


The Com ADVANCES Money on M: 

Life Interests vie and and Reversions, w Sides chotee 
contingent. 
The Company also purchases Reversions. 
Prospesteses, Directors’ and 
Ann cae eee SS sent 

post-free on application to 





UNTEARABLE LE 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
English 1 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK 00 


WODDERSPOON & CO,, 
7, SERLE STREET, ax 1, PORTUGAL STR 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.O. 








ENT FIBE OFFICE. Established in 
KENT LIFE OFFICE. Established in 
Chief Office—Maidstone. 
lanaee. 124, Cannon-street, E.C. 
aay tie hambers, Bro 


to £2,015, tapteasiae the policy to £2,815. 
W. L. SEYFANG, Secretar 


ACCIDENTS AT HOME AND ABROA 
Railway Accidents, Employer's Liability, 


THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS ASSURANCE COMPA} 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON, — 
Income -- £246,000. 
COMPENSATION PAID For 118,000 ACOIDE) 
£2,350,000. 
MopERATE PREMIUMS — FAVOURABLE CONDIT 
Prompt and Liberal Settlement of Claims, 
CuarnmMan—HARVIE M. FARQUHAR, Ese 
West-End Office:—8, Grand Hotel Buildings, W.¢ 
Head Office :—64, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.Ge 
WILLIAM J. VIAN, 8 








ESTABLISHED 1851. % 
1 R K BEOK BAN K, 
ton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 

THREE per. CENT. INTEREST allowed 
DEPOSITS, repayable on demand. 

TWO CENT. INTEREST on CUR 
ACCO celculated on the minimum mo 
—— when not drawn below £100. 

, wage j <= its Poemeets 

Sustody eeds, , and o 
charge, ao Valuables ; the "ecllention, of Bills 
Exchange, Dividends, and Cow ons ; and the pu 
ad oe et Stocks, Shares, an : 


Annuities, 
tand Circular Notes ieoued. ‘ 
The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full p 
lars, post-free, on application. 
shaman CIS RAVENSCROFPFT, M 


rESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND 
BA to announce that their Sales by Auctic 
ange Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Sta 
Sc, oe are = on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thu 
an 


The hg of Solicitors, Executors, 
and others is particularly called to this ready 1 
clients the disposal of Property al assem 


ence of the frequency of their 
vs compet en, a incluite large or 
quantities at short notice 
Sales of Furniture held g eivate — =, 3 
Valuations for Probate or Transfer. Terms « on 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (est 
tres), 8 88 and 39, Gracechurch-street, E.C. . 
Johnson & mS Dyment beg to nook 
Wearing App 


> Aneten, Gales 
Goods, ae Mo and Office Furniture, O 
Bedding, &c., each day of the | 
Saturday sasepted). ” niles 
r HOUSES or APAI 


F Onn oe peHnout. on 


MOEDER SH HIRES STEM, 
a ‘most ii 


No extra charge for time 
estimates, Press opinions, 


Oe 2a gud 250, To 


road: and 19, 20, Morwell-street, W 








oth ouieme,: © 


P artieaan foo 





FRANK MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 











es nes 


